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® 0 ©

AreaName: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL

tfffecz‘iveﬂme: DATE NOT NULL

DeltaLoadMw: NUMBER(8,1) NULL

etmCaselmpactFactorTrans
Fasem : NUMBER NOTNULL (FK) } FKCaselmpactFactorTrans_Case

TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL
TransactionName: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL

tfffecﬁveﬁmes DATE NULL J

Mw: NUMBER(8,1) NULL

Price: NUMBER(10,2) NULL FIG. 21
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etmResource
MRId: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL

ResourceType: VARCHAR2(2) NULL
& SubResourceType: VARCHAR2(40) NULL

FKCaselmpaciFactorResourceAS R

—C

o

etmCaselmpactractorResourceAS

(CaselD: NUMBER NOT NULL (FK)
MRId: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL (FK)
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL
ASType: VARCHAR2(2) NOT NULL (FK) o——8)

EffectiveTime: DATE NOT NULL

ASMw: NUMBER(S, 1) NULL

® MinMw: NUMBER(S, 1) NULL
\MaxMw: NUMBER(8,1) NULL .

FKCaselmpactfactorResourceAS

MktCase |
CaselD: NUMBER NOT NULL

ExecuteAFAP: NUMBER(1) NOT NULL
© AFAPStatus: NUMBER NULL .,
AFAPLoaderStatus: NUMBER NULL FKCCXS@/mﬁaCfFaCfOfASAfea_Case 7
(G| CopyAFA: NUMBER(1) NOT NULL ®
CopyAFAStatus: NUMBER NULL

FKCaselmpactFactorConsltraint C

FKCaselmpactFactorReserveZone
d ey

etmCaselmpactfFactorConstraint

(CaselD: NUMBER NOT NULL (FK) A
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL
ContingencyName: VARCHAR2 (50) NOT NULL
ConstraintName: VARCHAR2(80) NOT NULL

EffectiveTime: DATE NOT NULL

Enforce: NUMBER(1) NOT NULL
UpperLimit: NUMBER(8,1) NULL
LowerLimit: NUMBER(8,1) NULL
\PenallyPrice: NUMBER(10,2) NULL ) FIG. 21 (Con't)
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etmResourceDef

MRId: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL (FK)
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL

E— ResourceName: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL
FKResourceDef Resource | EffectiveTime: DATE NOT NULL
FarticipantName.: VARCHAR2(40) NOT NULL

FKCaselmpactFactorResourceAS A

etmASType
ASType: VARCHAR2(2) NOT NULL
Description: VARCHAR2(80) NULL

FKCaselmpactfactorASArea_ASTyp

etmCaselmpactFactorASArea

CaselD: NUMBER NOT NULL (FK)
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL
ASArealName: VARCHAR2(50) NOT NULL
ASType: VARCHARZ2(2) NOT NULL (FK)

EffectiveTime: DATE NOT NULL
DeltaRequiredMw: NUMBER(S, 1) NULL

@
J) FKCaselmpactFactorReserveZ AST
etmCaselmpactFactorReserveZone

CaselD: NUMBER NOT NULL (FK)
TerminationTime: DATE NOT NULL
ReserveZoneName: VARCHARZ(50) NOT NULL
ASType: VARCHARZ2(2) NOT NULL (FK)

EffectiveTime: DATE NOT NULL J

DeltaRequiredMw: NUMBER(8,1) NULL FIG. 21 (Con't)
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1
MULTI-INTERVAL DISPATCH METHOD FOR
ENABLING DISPATCHERS IN POWER GRID
CONTROL CENTERS TO MANAGE
CHANGES

BACKGROUND

1. Field of the Invention

The present invention is directed to methods for enabling
dispatchers in power grid control centers to manage change,
and more particularly to methods that enable dispatchers in
power grid control centers to manage changes using multi-
interval dispatch.

2. Description of the Related Art

With respect to the electric power grid, expensive peak
power—electric power delivered during periods of peak
demand—can cost substantially more than off-peak power.
The electric power grid itself has become increasingly unre-
liable and antiquated, as evidenced by frequent large-scale
power outages. Grid instability wastes energy, both directly
and indirectly, for example, by encouraging power consumers
to install inefficient forms of backup generation.

Clean forms of energy generation, such as wind and solar,
suffer from intermittency. Hence, grid operators are reluctant
to rely heavily on these sources, making it difficult to move
away from standard, typically carbon-intensive forms of elec-
tricity.

The electric power grid contains limited inherent facility
for storing electrical energy. Electricity must be generated in
a balanced fashion to meet uncertain demand, which often
results in either over or under commitment or dispatch of
generation, hence system inefficiency, system insecurity and
power failures.

Distributed electric resources, en masse can provide a sig-
nificant resource for addressing the above problems. How-
ever, current power services infrastructure lacks provisioning
and flexibility that are required for aggregating a large num-
ber of small-scale resources (e.g., electric vehicle batteries) to
meet medium- and large-scale needs of power services.

Classical dispatch of energy, (i) is cost based with central-
ized generation, (ii) is passive with static demand, (iii) has
inaccurate parameters, (iv) has manual re-dispatch to relieve
grid security violations, (v) uses ad-hoc forward scheduling
that is disconnected from real time dispatch, (vi) designed
only for rather normally inter-connected system operation
and (vii) is limited in forensic analysis.

Thus, significant opportunities for improvement exist in
the electrical sector. Real-time balancing of generation and
load can be realized with reduced cost and environmental
impact. More economical, reliable electrical power can be
provided at times of peak demand. Power services, such as
regulation and spinning reserves, can be provided to electric-
ity markets to stabilize the grid and provide a significant
economic opportunity. Technologies can be enabled to pro-
vide broader use of intermittent power sources, such as wind
and solar.

There is a need to reduce uneconomical dispatch actions
that do not look-ahead into future system operation trends,
such as, committing CT in real-time that have long minimum
run-time, and pre-ramp units to accommodate fast load
pickup.

SUMMARY

Accordingly, an object of the present invention is to pro-
vide dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capabil-
ity to manage changes.
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2

Another object of the present invention is to provide dis-
patchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using multi-interval/scheduling dispatch

Still another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes in at least one of, load, generation, inter-
change and transmission security constraints simultaneously
on a intra-day and near real-time operational basis.

Another object of the present invention is to provide dis-
patchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using least-cost security-constrained eco-
nomic scheduling and dispatch with resource commitment
capability to perform analysis of a desired generation dis-
patch.

Yet another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using an optimization engine that looks
ahead at different time frames to forecast system conditions
and alter generation patterns within the different time frames.

A further object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using resource profiles that contain param-
eters selected from atleast one of, ramp rate, operating bands,
predicted response per megawatt of requested change, and
maximum and minimum limits.

Still another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes and reduce uneconomical dispatch actions
that do not look-ahead into future power grid system opera-
tional trends.

Yet another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes by committing current unit status in both
real-time and in near-real time.

Another object of the present invention is to provide dis-
patchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using pre-ramping units to accommodate
fast load pickup and improve resource operators’ compliance
to dispatch instructions.

A further object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes using a multi-interval dispatch solution and
provide an indication of dispatch trajectories by foreseeing
upcoming events.

Yet another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes with an optimization engine that guides a
dispatching decision space of subsequent stages.

Another object of the present invention is to provide dis-
patchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes with an optimization engine configurable to
perform scheduling processes with different look-ahead
times.

A further object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes with an intra-day incremental resource that
includes generators and demand side responses, and commit-
ment/de-commitment schedules based on day-ahead unit
commitment decision to manage forecasted upcoming peak
and valley demands and interchange schedules while satisfy-
ing transmission security constraints and reserve capacity
requirements.

Yet another object of the present invention is to provide
dispatchers in power grid control centers with a capability to
manage changes by enforcing one or more of the following
constraints, load balancing, ancillary services requirements,
resource capacity, resource ramp rate, resource temporal con-
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straints, maximum number of startup/shutdowns, daily
energy constraints, emission and transmission security.

There and other objects of the present invention are
achieved in a method for providing dispatchers in power grid
control centers with a capability to manage changes by apply-
ing multi-interval dispatch. A multi-stage resource schedul-
ing engine and a comprehensive operating plan are used.
Multiple system parameter scenarios are coordinated.

In another embodiment of the present invention, a method
provides dispatchers in power grid control centers a capabil-
ity to manage changes using multi-interval dispatch. A multi-
stage resource scheduling engine and a comprehensive oper-
ating plan are provided. The resource scheduling engine
includes at least resource scheduling engine 1, resource
scheduling engine 2, and resource scheduling engine 3. Mul-
tiple system parameter scenarios are coordinated.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates one embodiment of a dispatch system of
the present invention illustrating time and scenario dimen-
sions.

FIG. 2 illustrates one embodiment of the present invention
with day ahead generation scheduling with coordination via
plans.

FIG. 3 illustrates one embodiment of an energy system tool
for dispatchers in power grid control systems of the present
invention illustrating the coordination of multi-stage resource
scheduling dispatch and commitment function engines, here-
after, SKED engines with a comprehensive operating plan
(COP).

FIG. 4 illustrates one embodiment of the present invention
with a multi-stage SKED overview for multi-stage schedul-
ing processes.

FIG. 5 illustrates one embodiment of a comprehensive
operating plan used with the present invention.

FIG. 6 illustrates the coordination between a SKED engine
and the comprehensive operating plan.

FIG. 7 illustrates one embodiment of a control center and
generation scheduling coordination.

FIG. 8 illustrates one embodiment of SKED2 and SKED3
coordination.

FIG. 9 is a graph that illustrates a SKED execution time-
line.

FIG. 10 illustrates one embodiment of a component archi-
tecture and data flow for a demand forecast integrator of the
present invention.

FIG. 11 illustrates one embodiment of a load forecast area
tree for a demand forecast integrator.

FIG. 12 is a graph that illustrates load forecast construction
for a single load forecast area for a demand forecast integra-
tor.

FIG. 13 is a graph illustrating load forecast source weight-
ing factors that can be used with a demand forecast integrator
of the present invention.

FIG. 14 graphically illustrates a use case for load forecast
override considerations for a demand forecast integrator in
one embodiment of the present invention.

FIG. 15 illustrates one embodiment of a demand forecast
integrator software architecture that can be used with the
present invention.

FIG. 16 illustrates an example of structure of an internal
service layer of a demand forecast integrator in one embodi-
ment of the present invention.

FIG. 17 illustrates one embodiment of a demand forecast
integrator physical data layer that can be used with the present
invention.
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4

FIG. 18 illustrates a functional block diagram of an after
the face analysis tool (AFA) of the present invention.

FIG. 19 illustrates one embodiment of perfect dispatch that
can be used with AFA in one embodiment of the present
invention.

FIG. 20 illustrates one embodiment of new schema for
historical data that can be used with AFA in one embodiment
of the present invention.

FIG. 21 illustrates the use of impact factors in one embodi-
ment of AFA of the present invention.

FIG. 22 illustrates a read only display of an embodiment of
AFA case actual values and displays actual values for each
AFA case.

FIG. 23 illustrates an impact factor input display that sup-
ports inserting, updating and deleting impact factor delta
values in AFA in one embodiment of the present invention.

FIG. 24 illustrates a list of read only summary displays for
market operator interface (MOI) solutions in one embodi-
ment of the present invention.

FIG. 25 illustrates a saving summary display to show top
ten saving units and saving by types in one embodiment ofthe
present invention.

FIG. 26 illustrates an embodiment of the present invention
of case comparison.

FIG. 27 illustrates another embodiment of the present
invention of case comparison.

FIG. 28 illustrates an embodiment of the present invention
creating and editing mappings.

FIG. 29 illustrates an embodiment of the present invention
for creating and editing mappings with setting query proce-
dure parameters stored in a database.

FIGS. 30 and 31 one embodiment of the present invention
for creating and editing mappings where the last step is saving
the mapping or/and run export.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The following terms and acronyms are used in this speci-
fication:

CXF—Apache CXF is an open source services framework.
CXF helps you build and develop services using frontend
programming APIs,

JAXB—1Java Architecture for XML Binding (JAXB)
allows Java developers to map Java classes to XML represen-
tations

Hibernate—A powerful, high performance object/rela-
tional persistence and query service.

Spring Framework—container: configuration of applica-
tion components and lifecycle management of Java objects

WSDL (web services description language) is an XML
format for describing network services as a set of endpoints
operating on messages containing either document-oriented
or procedure-oriented information.

In one embodiment of the present invention, a method is
provided that enables dispatchers in power grid control cen-
ters to manage changes by applying multi-interval dispatch. A
SKED engine and a comprehensive operating plan are used.
Multiple system parameter scenarios are coordinated.

In another embodiment of the present invention, a method
provides dispatchers in power grid control centers a capabil-
ity to manage changes using multi-interval dispatch. A SKED
engine and a comprehensive operating plan are provided. The
SKED engine includes at least SKED1, SKED2, and SKED3.
Multiple system parameter scenarios are coordinated.

In one embodiment, the present invention provides an
energy system tool for dispatchers in power grid control sys-
tems that is suitable for renewable resources and the demand
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response. Outputs of many of the renewable resources do not
follow traditional generation/load correlation but have strong
dependencies on weather conditions, which from a system
prospective are posing new challenges associated with the
monitoring and controllability of the demand-supply balance.
As distributed generations, demand response and renewable
energy resources become significant portions of overall sys-
tem installed capacity, a smarter system tool for dispatchers in
power grid control systems for generation resources is
required to cope with the new uncertainties being introduced
by the new resources.

In one embodiment, the energy system tool for dispatchers
in power grid control systems of the present invention is
provided that copes with the increasing uncertainties intro-
duced by distributed energy resources and provides a better
holistic and forward-looking view of system conditions and
generation patterns to enable system operators to make better
decisions. Such features are deemed critical for the success of
efficient power system operations in the near future.

In one embodiment of the present invention, an energy
system tool for dispatchers in power grid control systems is
provided that is suitable for uncertainties associated with
renewal energy resources and demand response in order to
create a better predictive model. In one embodiment, the
system tool for dispatchers in power grid control systems of
the present invention provides improved modeling of trans-
mission constraints, better modeling of resource characteris-
tics such as capacity limits and ramp rates, more accurate
demand forecasting and the like. In another embodiment, the
energy system tool for dispatchers in power grid control sys-
tems of the present invention addresses the robustness of
dispatch solutions. Optimality or even feasibility of dispatch
solutions can be very sensitive to system uncertainties.

In one embodiment of the present invention, a method is
provided that enables dispatchers in power grid control cen-
ters to manage changes by applying multi-interval dispatch. A
SKED engine, and a comprehensive operating plan are used.
Multiple system parameter scenarios are coordinated. Each
SKED engine is capable of providing at least one of, sched-
uling, dispatch and commitment.

In another embodiment of the present invention, a method
provides dispatchers in power grid control centers a capabil-
ity to manage changes using multi-interval dispatch. A multi-
stage resource engine SKED, and a comprehensive operating
plan are provided. The SKED engine includes at least
SKED1, SKED2, and SKED3 to address scheduling proposes
of different time frame. Multiple system parameter scenarios
are coordinated.

When compared to the classical dispatch which only deals
with a particular scenario for a single time point, the present
invention addresses a spectrum of scenarios for a broad time
range. Scenario analysis assesses the sensitivity or robustness
of resource commitment/dispatch solutions with respect to
scenario perturbation. However, the expansion in time and
scenarios for the present invention makes the problem of the
present invention itself fairly challenging from both a com-
putational perspective and a user interface presentation per-
spective. Not only the general control application and after
the fact analysis need to handle multiple time interval analysis
which is computationally more demanding, but also there is
significant challenge to effectively present multi-dimensional
resultant data to system operators without overwhelming
them. FIG. 1 schematically describes how applications of the
system tool for dispatchers in power grid control systems of
the present invention span the space of time and scenarios.

In one embodiment, the present invention provides an
energy system tool for dispatchers in power grid control sys-
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tems that is suitable for renewable resources and the demand
response. Outputs of many of the renewable resources do not
follow traditional generation/load correlation but have strong
dependencies on weather conditions, which from a system
prospective are posing new challenges associated with the
monitoring and controllability of the demand-supply balance.
As distributed generations, demand response and renewable
energy resources become significant portions of overall sys-
tem installed capacity, a smarter system tool for dispatchers in
power grid control systems for generation resources is
required to cope with the new uncertainties being introduced
by the new resources.

In one embodiment, the energy system tool for dispatchers
in power grid control systems of the present invention is
provided that copes with the increasing uncertainties intro-
duced by distributed energy resources and provides a better
holistic and forward-looking view of system conditions and
generation patterns to enable system operators to make better
decisions. Such features are deemed critical for the success of
efficient power system operations in the near future.

In one embodiment of the present invention, an energy
system tool for dispatchers in power grid control systems is
provided that is suitable for uncertainties associated with
renewal energy resources and demand response in order to
create a better predictive model. In one embodiment, the
system tool for dispatchers in power grid control systems of
the present invention provides improved modeling of trans-
mission constraints, better modeling of resource characteris-
tics such as capacity limits and ramp rates, more accurate
demand forecasting and the like. In another embodiment, the
energy system tool for dispatchers in power grid control sys-
tems of the present invention addresses the robustness of
dispatch solutions. Optimality or even feasibility of dispatch
solutions can be very sensitive to system uncertainties.

The system tool for dispatchers in power grid control sys-
tems of the present invention can provide one or more of the
following, (i) extension for price-based, distributed, less pre-
dictable resources, (ii) active, dynamic demand, (iii) model-
ing parameter adaptation, (iv) congestion management with
security constrained optimization, (v) continuum from for-
ward scheduling to real-time dispatch, (vi) extension for
dynamic, multi-island operation in emergency and restora-
tion, (vii) after-the-fact analysis for performance matrices,
root-cause impacts and process re-engineering and the like.

In one embodiment, the system tool of the present inven-
tion provides multi-stage engines, including but not limited to
SKED 1,2 and 3 engines, the comprehensive operating plan,
adaptive model management and the like. Each SKED engine
performs at least of, scheduling, commitment of resources,
and dispatch of resources, depending on the application. Each
SKED engine can be a mixed integer programming/linear
programming based optimization application which includes
both unit commitment and unit dispatch functions. Unit com-
mitment is the process of preparing a unit to generate at some
point in the future usually taken into consideration of the
various unit characteristics including time and cost factors.

Each SKED engine can be easily configured to perform
scheduling processes with different heart beats and different
look-ahead time. The multi-stage resource scheduling, SKED
engine, process is security constrained unit commitment and
economic dispatch sequences with different look-ahead peri-
ods, which as a non-limiting example can be 6 hours, 2 hours
and 20 minutes, updating resource schedules at different
cycle frequencies (e.g. 5 min, 15 min or hourly). The results
of each stage form progressively refined regions that guide
the dispatching decision space of the subsequent stages. Vari-
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ous SKED engine cycles are coordinated through a compre-
hensive operating plan, as more fully explained hereafter.

In one embodiment, the present invention provides a gen-
eral control application which enhances an operators’ deci-
sion making process under changing system conditions,
including but not limited to, load, generation, interchanges,
transmission constraints and the like, in near real-time. The
general control application to enhance an operators’ decision
making process under changing system condition, load, gen-
eration, interchanges, transmission constraints, the like, is in
near real-time or at real time. The general control application
is composed of several distinct elements.

The general control application is an application designed
to provide dispatchers in large power grid control centers with
the capability to manage changes in load, generation, inter-
change and transmission security constraints simultaneously
on a intra-day and near real-time operational basis. The gen-
eral control application uses least-cost security-constrained
economic scheduling and dispatch algorithms with resource
commitment capability to perform analysis of the desired
generation dispatch. With the latest state estimation solution
as the starting point and transmission constraint data from the
energy management system, general control application opti-
mization engines, the SKED engine, will look ahead at dif-
ferent time frames to forecast system conditions and alter
generation patterns within those timeframes. The SKED
engines coordinate with the comprehensive operating plan. A
constraint means one or more resources called on by the
operator for managing the congestion that occurs with a lack
or dimension of a transmission ability.

A general control application SKED engine function is a
series of multi-stage scheduling processes. The results of
each stage form progressively refined regions that guide the
dispatching contour of the subsequent stage. By having a
time-profiled representation for each stage, and then system-
atically linking adjoining stages into a series of consistently
refined schedules, the general control application provides
realistic dispatch and pricing signals for resources to follow.

In one embodiment, the general control application is built
on a modular and flexible system architecture. Different
SKED engine processes can be correlated and need not replay
on each other. Orchestration between an individual engine
(SKEDi) can be managed by the comprehensive operating
plan. This embodiment provides low-risk, cost-effective busi-
ness process evolution. Additionally, this embodiment also
ensures high availability for the mission critical real-time
general control application SKED engine functions. Failure
of'any one or more SKED engine components causes smooth
degradation of, instead of abrupt service interruptions to,
real-time dispatch instructions.

As a non-limiting example, a configuration for the general
control application can include three SKED engine
sequences. SKED1 can provide the system operator with
intra-day incremental resource, including generators and
demand side responses, commitment/de-commitment sched-
ules based on day-ahead unit commitment decision to man-
age forecasted upcoming peak and valley demands and inter-
change schedules while satisfying transmission security
constraints and reserve capacity requirements.

The general control application can be utilized to provide
dispatchers in large power grid control centers with the capa-
bility to manage changes in load, generation, interchange and
transmission security constraints simultaneously on a intra-
day and near real-time operational basis. The general control
application uses least-cost security-constrained economic
scheduling and dispatch algorithms with resource commit-
ment capability to perform analysis of the desired generation
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dispatch. State estimator is computer software to estimate the
quasi-steady state of the power system. With the latest state
estimator solution as the starting point and transmission con-
straint data from the energy management system, general
control application optimization engines, a SKED engine,
looks ahead at different time frames to forecast system con-
ditions and alter generation patterns within those timeframes.

In one embodiment, the key components of general control
application include: security constrained economic dis-
patch—SKED engines 1, 2, 3 and orchestrator and memory.
In one embodiment, three SKED engine sequences have dif-
ferent business objectives and different look-ahead periods.
SKEDI1 is envisioned to perform the “day of” commitment
akin to the day ahead market/reliability commitment func-
tion, taking into account somewhat real-time and projected
system conditions. SKED 2 will position the steam units at
the appropriate time to allow for various other units (combus-
tion turbine’s and hydro) to startup or shutdown. Guided by
SKED 2, SKED 3 provides more accurate unit dispatch tra-
jectory for next, as a non-limiting example 15-20 minutes,
with more accurate forecasting inputs.

The orchestrator and memory can be envisioned as an
intelligent dispatch management system. In one embodiment,
orchestrator and memory permits the general control appli-
cation to be both scalable and flexible, and adaptable to busi-
ness rule changes and/or creation of new components within
the general control application (“plug-n-play”). The orches-
trator and memory component can take information from all
general control application components and provide cohesive
dispatch solutions allowing for operational decisions to be
both timely and cost-effective.

In one embodiment, the general control application pro-
vides day-ahead generation scheduling with coordination via
plans, as illustrated in FIG. 2. In one embodiment, the general
control application product of the present invention includes:
a market clearing engine which combines both unit commit-
ment and unit dispatch, that can be configured as SKED1, 2,
3,..., L, acomprehensive operating plan which coordinates
input/solution between different SKEDs and allow easy
implementation of a future SKEDi, a NET based market
operator interface that supports operators to obtain system
situation awareness and to make proper decisions and the like.
The market operator interface is the user interface for the
market operators to operate the electricity market.

In one embodiment, the performance requirement from the
general control application comes from real-time or look-
ahead business process needs, illustrated in FIG. 3. As a
non-limiting example, at the minimum, SKED2 run time will
not exceed 5 minutes with a typical 2-hour SKED2 case
duration which has 15-minute intervals for the first hour and
30-minute intervals for the second hour.

In one embodiment, the business requirements for the gen-
eral control application, include a resource model for support-
ing existing resource model, including price based model and
fuel model.

As a non-limiting example, model resource block loading
can include one or more of, (i) model combined cycle units
and pumped storage units in the same way as they are mod-
eled in the existing system. For combined cycle units, all the
three existing models, including steam factor based model,
composite model and component unit model can be sup-
ported. Pumped Storage units can be modeled as fixed sched-
ules, (ii) Support hydro resource schedules on the plant and
individual resource level, (iii) Support megawatt dependent
directional (Up and Down) ramp-rates. For the each interval
the average ramp rates are calculated based on the current
state estimator generation level and the maximum/minimum
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level achievable in the corresponding interval duration, (iv)
demand side resource with shutdown cost and multi-segment
energy bid curves, (v) resource Static/daily/Interval model
parameters, order of precedence, time period of validity, eli-
gibility to participate in different ancillary services products,
(vii) resource control modes: integration of physical model
(e.g. notification time) and User actions (e.g. startup/shut-
down acknowledgements), (viii) Support multiple sets of
interval based resource operating limits (potentially with dif-
ferent penalty costs), e.g., economic high/low limits, regula-
tion high/low limits, emergency high/low limits envelope
high/low limits (Envelope limits are calculated based on the
resource’s megawatt dispatch for the last interval in the latest
COPt), (ix) Support interval based virtual interchange trans-
action models, (x) Support emission model as objective or
constraints, and the like.

Model energy transactions can be as a fixed megawatt
schedule or dispatchable transactions. Transmission con-
straint impact of incremental changes in transaction dis-
patches with respect to the current real time transaction
schedules can be modeled as incremental injections at the
interface nodes.

Model energy transactions can be as individual transac-
tions or as forecasted net interchanges between control center
of'a power grid control system, and other control areas. With
user configurability, transmission constraint impact of net
interchange transaction schedules can be modeled by way of
example, (1) via appropriate scaling of external generations;
(i1) by applying incremental injection changes at the corre-
sponding interface nodes, and the like

In one embodiment, transmission losses are modeled.
There can be some model transmission security constraints,
including but not limited to, alleviate overload constraints,
simultaneous feasibility test constraints and watch list con-
straints. Constraint the right hand side and penalty cost for
alleviate overload constraints can be interval dependent. Con-
straint the right hand side bias can be calculated for watchlist
alleviate overload constraints. Multiple segment can be mod-
eled based penalty functions. Activation of any transmission
constraints can be controlled by the operator. Transmission
grid topology can come from state estimator, planned out-
ages, unplanned outages and the like.

In various embodiments, the comprehensive operating
plan includes a central repository of various scheduling data
to and from a certain class of power system applications. The
comprehensive operating plan presents a comprehensive,
synchronized and more harmonized view of scheduling data
to various applications related to power system operations.
The class of scheduling data of interest can include the fol-
lowing: (1) a resource megawatt schedule; (2) a demand
forecast; (3) an outage schedule; (4) a transaction and inter-
change schedule; (5) a transmission constraint limit schedule;
(6) a reserve and regulation requirement schedule; (7) a
resource characteristics schedule, and the like.

The comprehensive operating plan is the repository of all
operating plans in a multi-stage decision process. Each
SKEDi in the decision process generates a set of schedules
that are reflected in its corresponding initial (COPi). The
aggregated results from the multi-stage decision process are
captured in the total comprehensive operating plan (COPt),
which is the consolidated outcome of the individual COPi’s.
SKED engines and the comprehensive operating plan coor-
dination are illustrated in FIG. 3.

In one embodiment, the system tool for dispatchers in
power grid control systems of the present invention can
include, individual scheduling application engines: input,
output and internal optimization processing, and the like.
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Data structures hold the comprehensive operating plans,
including but not limited to resource plans, and the interac-
tions between comprehensive operating plans and SKED
engine applications are illustrated in FIG. 4. The FIG. 4
embodiment includes the following benefits: (1) Modular
SKED: SKEDi can be coordinated using subordinate COPi’s
which can be synchronized into the overall COPt. This
removes the need for individual SKED engine applications to
communicate with each other directly. (2) SKED’s may be
added, removed and/or modified with minimal impact on the
other SKEDs and comprehensive operating plans. This intrin-
sic flexibility enables low-risk, cost-effective business pro-
cess evolution. It also ensures high availability for the mission
critical real-time general control application SKED engine
functions. Failure of any one or more SKED engine compo-
nents will cause smooth degradation of, instead of abrupt
service interruptions to, real-time dispatch instructions. The
comprehensive operating plan input to each SKEDi comes
from the overall COPt, which is the level that operators inter-
act with. All operator overrides to the comprehensive operat-
ing plan can be captured and included as input to SKEDi’s.

The comprehensive operating plan contains quantities, as a
non-limiting example megawatt generation level, being
scheduled over different operating Intervals. Operator inter-
action can be typically with COPt. In one embodiment, ini-
tialization of the comprehensive operating plan for each oper-
ating day begins with the day-ahead schedule, which is based
on the day ahead marketing financial schedules and then
updated with reliability commitment results. Before any
SKED:i is run in the current day of operation, the overall COPt
is initialized with the day-ahead schedules. When COPt is
suitably initialized, it can be used to generate input data for
SKED1, SKED2 and SKED3. Results of SKEDi’s are then
used to update their respective subordinate COP1, which will
cause COPt to be updated, and thus the overall iterative pro-
cess continues.

In one embodiment of the present invention, the compre-
hensive operating plan requirements can be as follows: (1)
Each SKED engine has its own comprehensive operating
plan; COP1 will only be populated by approved SKEDi solu-
tion; (2) COPt can be a comprehensive plan to support deci-
sion making by operators; (3) COPt can be initialized from
approved day-ahead schedule; (4) Information content in
COPt can be displayed in a comprehensive operating plan
user interface at least one or more of, resource, resource type,
control zone/area, company, and system level; 5) COPt
exports input data for SKEDi, however, SKEDIi can survive
with missing/incomplete COPt data (e.g. undefined commit-
ment in the comprehensive operating plan), the latest avail-
able COPt can be always used for the SKED2 runs and (6)
Inconsistencies between COPi and COPt are identified and
resolved.

Any energy (megawatt hour) quantity in the comprehen-
sive operating plan is understood to be expressed in terms of
a constant power megawatt level over the duration of the
scheduling interval. As a non-limiting example, the schedul-
ing intervals can be, 100 megawattsx 15 minutes can be shown
the quantity 100 instead of 25, even though the actual energy
is 25 mwh.

The comprehensive operating plan can contain compre-
hensive summary information. Summary information can be
rollups from a raw data at a lower level, including but not
limited to resource level, according to some pre-defined sys-
tem structures.

The comprehensive operating plan can have a presentation
layer or a set of operator user interfaces to support system
operator decision making. However, it does not intend to
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replace but supplement user interfaces of individual schedul-
ing applications. The comprehensive operating plan can have
a service layer to facilitate the interaction with external power
system applications or data sources. The comprehensive
operating plan also can have a business application layer that
performs validation, translation, transformation, consolida-
tion and harmonization of various asynchronized scheduling
data. Lastly, the comprehensive operating plan can have a
persistence data layer for storing key scheduling data related
to power system operations as illustrated in FIG. 5.

The comprehensive operating plan contains individual
resource level and comprehensive summary information. A
summary can be rollups from the resource level or stored in a
database. The comprehensive operating plan can also include
system level information including but not limited to a
demand forecast, reserve requirements and the like. Contents
of COPi do not have to be identical but must allow for explicit
translation/transformation between each COPi and COPt. As
a non-limiting example, the schedule time-line can be as
follows: variable time duration (minimum 5 minutes, typical
5 to 60 minutes); monotonically non-decreasing; each n+1
interval is an integer multiple of the previous interval n. (e.g.
5,5,5,5,15,15,30,30...). Each interval is associated with
an absolute start/end time and supports DST and multiple
time zones.

COPt contains the current operating plan used to guide
SKED engine solutions. It can be initialized with the results
from the day ahead and reliability cases and then updated
based upon accepted SKED engine solutions. Dispatchers
may override values stored in COPt.

FIG. 6 illustrates the coordination between SKED engines
and the comprehensive operating plan.

For the comprehensive operating plan initialization, the
data for COPt can be populated in a sequential process from
an hourly resolution for day-ahead results up to the 5 minute
intervals from a SKED3 execution. The sequence for COPt
initialization can be as follows. COPt can be initialized from
day ahead resulting in hourly intervals to be established for
the next operating day. Reliability commitment results and
other real-time manual commitment decisions may beused to
update the COPt via dispatcher manual entries via some mar-
ket operator’s user interface.

SKED2 executes and solves multiple scenarios. The dis-
patcher reviews the results and may accept the solution for a
scenario. The acceptance process will populate the COP2 and
COPt values based on the selected scenario. A scenario may
be accepted as long as it does not contain any intervals that are
in the past. COPt can be updated for the intervals that have not
already been updated based on a SKED3 solution. The COPt
intervals can transition, as a non-limiting example, from
hourly to the 15 and 30 minute interval duration of the
SKED?2 solution.

SKED3 executes in automatic mode and if the solution
passes the validation check it can be automatically accepted
and used to populate the COP3 values as well as the values in
COPt. The COPt intervals will transition to the 5 minute
interval duration of the SKED3 solution.

The comprehensive operating plan can be used for SKEDi
execution. COPt can be the source of all operating plan data
for every execution of SKED.

Manual overrides can be applied against COPt. Overrides
can be captured and maintained such that if they are removed,
COPt will revert to the last value set by a SKED engine
execution. Operators can be responsible to ensure validity of
the overrides.

In general, limited validation can be performed during the
override process; to verify the impacts of the overrides on the
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resultant comprehensive operating plan, it would be neces-
sary to re-execute appropriate SKED’s. Impact of operator
overrides on resource modes, which are modes for operations
for generating resources or demand resources, which: an
operator may directly specify resource modes (by resource/
product/time intervals). An operator may not override dis-
patch megawatt base points of a unit.

With reference to resource modes, for each resource in
each scheduling interval, resource modes can be used to
specify whether current COPt quantity, such as megawatt
dispatch, commitment status, ancillary services contribu-
tions, and the like, can be fixed or adjustable, or used with
appropriate level of inertia. Resource modes can be deter-
mined based upon a combination of unit modeling param-
eters, including but not limited to notification time, business
rules, as a non-limiting example no steam unit commitment
change in SKED2, current unit status such as a combustion
turbine has been called, operator overrides, and the like.

Resource modes may be time-varying, where the time is
measured relative to the current time, which as a non-limiting
example can be a fixed commitment within 2 hours of real-
time, flexible commit beyond two hours. For the given SKED
engine the following can be provided: (1) the units may have
different modes for different target intervals; (2) boundary/
envelope determination; (3) megawatt dispatch range at the
final interval of SKED4; (4) energy consumption reserved for
later intervals; (5) maximum number of available starts/stops
taking into account reservations for future intervals; (6) an
operating band for energy schedule, for each interval; (7)
operating band for regulation schedule for each interval, and
the like.

A case solution of SKEDi can be uploaded to the compre-
hensive operating plan. Support for this case solution of
SKEDi can include the following: highlight solutions sum-
maries; identification of important changes to the COPtdue to
this SKEDi solution; comments on case solution (such as why
aparticular case is accepted or not); special concerns with the
case that may require operator overrides later, and the like;
identification of important changes in inputs; accepted case
solution can be uploaded to COPiin its entirety, such as in one
embodiment there is no partial case loading in general and no
override on case solutions; and the like. If there are fields in
COPi1 that are not explicitly contained in the case solution
files, then the Importer will need to furnish the information,
assuming the information can be assembled from the case
solution data.

COPt can be updated when a new COPi is accepted.
Accepted solutions update the data set of matching intervals
in COPt as long as the solutions are for the same SKED, or for
a higher SKED engine (e.g. SKED3 replaces SKED2 but
SKED2 will not replace SKED3). COPt has, conceptually,
several layers where each layer can be associated with a
COPi. Each data item in COPt has a source COPi. Each COP1
can be assigned a priority which determines if it can replace
an existing source for COPt.

COPt can be updated with dispatch management tool. No
matter where the decision originates including but not limited
to intra-Day reliability assessment, SKED1, ancillary ser-
vices market clearing and the like. Ancillary services are
those functions performed by electrical generating, transmis-
sion, system-control, and distribution system equipment and
people to support the basic services of generating capacity,
energy supply, and power delivery. The electricity market to
support the procurement of such ancillary services is an ancil-
lary services market.

A dispatch management tool is a place for the operator to
call on/off a unit, assuming that all calls via phone are cap-
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tured by dispatch management tool. A dispatch management
tool entry can automatically trigger the update of COPt in
accordance with the notification time, min up/down time of a
unit.

COPt can be updated with a state estimator. As a non-
limiting example, resource status and the minimum and maxi-
mum megawatt can be captured by a 5 minute interval in
COPt. The comprehensive operating plan data can be saved
for each SKED engine (e.g. SKED2, SKED3) as well as a
final coordinated set (COPt). In one embodiment, dispatcher
overrides of the comprehensive operating plan can only be
allowed on COPt.

As a non-limiting example, the comprehensive operating
plan information can be available with variable intervals, as a
non-limiting example, 5, 15, 30, 60 and the like. Comprehen-
sive operating plan information can include but not limited to
the following items: (1) interval specific; qualification times;
(2) the regional transmission organization load forecast; (3)
the regional transmission organization Interchange; (4) bias
megawatt; (5) caselD; (6) operating condition including but
not limited to emergency, spin event, and the like; (6) number
of resources committed and de-committed; (7) resource spe-
cific data; (8) dispatch megawatt; (9) limits that include eco-
nomic, envelope and the like; (9) ramp rates; (10) commit-
ment status and reason codes; (11) reserve assignment; (12)
regulation assignment; (13) scarcity pricing unit; (15)
resource schedule cost or price for the interval; (16) qualifi-
cations; (17) initial conditions; (18) locational marginal
prices/marginal costs; (19) pre-ramping units; (20) constraint
specific data; (21) constraint type such as simultaneous fea-
sibility test or alleviate overload, flow gate, and the like; (22)
monitored or enforced or relaxed; constraint limits including
but not limited to, facility limits, target control limits and the
like; (23) constraint flows such as state estimator flows, dis-
patch based flows; (24) marginal values and limits of model-
ing constraints; and the like.

The comprehensive operating plan can be used to build a
unified scheduling framework, which coordinates between a
series of resource scheduling processes in modern grid con-
trol centers. The unified scheduling framework is a frame-
work to unify different resource scheduling and commitment
functions. These scheduling processes range from annual
planning to real-time dispatch. As a non-limiting example, a
control center of a power grid control system is used to
illustrate how different scheduling processes are integrated
together via the comprehensive operating plan.

In one embodiment, a control center of a power grid control
system, generation scheduling system can include the follow-
ing major processes, (i) rolling forward scheduling monthly
contract generation based on annual contracts, (ii) rolling
forward scheduling daily contract generation based on
monthly contracts, (iii) day-ahead quarter-hourly generation
schedule, (iv) rolling forward intra-day the general control
application SKEDs and the like

These scheduling processes are can be correlated to each
other. FIG. 7 demonstrates the main data flow from annual
generation scheduling all the way into day ahead scheduling.

The data communication can be through an extended com-
prehensive operating plan as described in this non-limiting
example. In this non-limiting example, the process starts with
annual generation contracts signed between control center of
a power grid control system, and the generation plants in its
footprint, as a non-limiting example contracts for 2008. The
control center of a power grid control system determines each
unit’s monthly generation energy target by scheduling the
units to meet their plant annual contracts and satisfying trans-
mission security constraints. This process is repeated each
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month for the remaining of the year to refine the monthly
energy targets and emission quota, which can be stored in the
comprehensive operating plan.

The monthly scheduling process takes monthly energy tar-
gets from the comprehensive operating plan and determine
plant daily energy target while respect transmission security.
This process repeats each day for the remaining days in the
month in order to refine the plant daily energy and emission
quota, which can be stored in the comprehensive operating
plan. The control center of'a power grid control system, which
can have security constrained day-ahead scheduling pro-
cesses, can use the daily energy target in the comprehensive
operating plan to enforce daily maximum energy constraint
and produce an optimized unit commitment decision. The
day-ahead commitment decision is stored in the comprehen-
sive operating plan.

Coming into the operating day, the control center of a
power grid control system, runs general control application
SKED engines to adjust fast units’ commitment and produce
unit dispatch based on the day-ahead commitment from the
COP.

The comprehensive operating plan control center of a
power grid control system, can thus integrate its multiple
generation scheduling processes into a unified scheduling
system, which significantly streamlines the business process
and improve the efficiency, as illustrated in FIG. 8.

SKEDI1 is amixed integer programming based application.
As anon-limiting example, it can be configured to execute for
a look-ahead window of 6-8 hours with viable interval dura-
tions, e.g., 15-minute intervals for the 1°* hour and hourly
intervals for the rest of study period.

As a non-limiting example, SKED2 can look 1-2 hour
ahead with 15-minute intervals. Based on the latest system
load and reserve requirements, interchange schedules and
security constraints, SKED2 will commit additional qualified
fast start resources as needed and fine-tune the commitment
status of qualified fast start resources committed by SKED1.
SKED2 produces dispatch contours and provides resource
ramping envelopes for SKED3 to follow. As illustrated in
FIG. 8, the envelope of reachability creates solution coupling
effect across scheduling functions of SKED2 and SKED3.
SKED3 can be a dispatch tool which calculates the financially
binding base points of the next five-minute dispatch interval
and advisory base-points of the next several intervals for each
resource, as a non-limiting example, 5 min, 10 min, 15 min,
and the like).

SKED3 can also calculate ex-ante real-time locational
marginal prices for the financial binding interval and advisory
price signals for the rest of study intervals. SKED3 is a multi-
interval co-optimization linear programming problem.
Therefore, it could pre-ramp a resource for the need of load
following and real-time transmission congestion manage-
ment.

In one embodiment, a SKED engine formulation can be
generalized as described hereafter. The SKED engine objec-
tive function can include one or more of the following cost
items, (1) resource startup/shutdown cost and no-load cost, (ii)
resource incremental energy cost, (iii) transaction cost, (iv)
ancillary services (i.e., regulation and reserves) procurement
cost and the like.

Each SKED engine can include one or more of the follow-
ing constraints in SKED engine formulation, (i) load balanc-
ing, (ii) ancillary services requirements, (iii) resource capac-
ity, (iv) resource ramp rate, (v) resource temporal constraints
(minimum-run time, minimum-down time and the like, (vi)
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maximum number of startup/shutdown, (vii) daily energy
constraints, (viii) emission, (ix) transmission security, and the
like.

In one embodiment, a system tool for dispatchers in power
grid control systems of the present invention supports multi-
interval security-constrained commitment and economic dis-
patch as time-coupled co-optimization for SKEDi. SKED 2
can support interval based resource availability and operation
mode. The resource qualification logic for SKED2 is: (1)
With the assumption that the period between execution start-
ing point and target time of first interval covers the execution
time and case approval time: (2) Resources available for
economics: startup time (choice to include notification time)
and minimum run time should equal to or less than respective
qualification time parameters defined for commitment.
Qualification time parameters are the threshold parameters
associated with time, such as startup time, as part of qualifi-
cation rules. Each interval of SKED2 can see the same quali-
fication time length, so that eligible resources won’t be over-
restricted in far intervals. (3) Resources available for
economics that have significant impact on transmission con-
straints: startup time, such as choice to include notification
time, and minimum run time should be equal to or less than
the respective qualification time parameters defined for com-
mitting resources that have effective impact on a non-system
interface transmission constraint. The qualification time
parameters for resources brought on for constraint control can
be different from those of economics-brought-on resources.
“Called on for constraints” can continue to be determined in
two steps 1) initially based on resources’ shift factor greater
than a user-defined thresholds and 2) then re-qualified based
on the binding status of the effected constraints and the user-
defined min-run and startup time parameter thresholds and
the resource’s shift factor. The resource’s shift factor repre-
sents the change in flow on a transmission corridor to an
incremental injection at a resource’s electrical bus.

SKED2’s commitment capability can be limited by its
qualification time parameters only. SKED2 should focus on
the resources that can be qualified in its domain. Any
resources that do not meet the qualification rules can follow
the commitment schedules in the latest COPt, which may
come from the day-ahead schedule or SKED1.

As a non-limiting example, a two-hour min-run time
resource should be allowed to be committed for the last hour
of a two hour SKED2 run. The boundary issue cannot be
avoided and can be resolved upon COPt update upon User
approval of the resource commitment and in the following
SKED engine runs.

Decommitment can apply to online resources per user
defined type that are not flagged as must-run and not include
other qualification rules. Similarly, boundary commitment
conditions need to be considered, e.g., a resource that will
have met its min-run-time after the first hour of the second-
hour SKED2 study period may be decommitted for the last
hour.

“Emergency” resources are not qualified for SKED2 com-
mitment. Qualification parameters can be defined for differ-
ent SKEDs. Support mixed integer programming based unit
commitment functions for SKED?2 eligible resources include
but are not limited to, resource startup/shutdown models and
the like. Daily maximum startup and minimumUp/minimum-
Down constraints are respected.

The enforcement of reserve requirements at ancillary ser-
vices area and reserve zone levels can be needed when the
reserve zone constraints are bound from time to time in a
selected ancillary services market clearing. If an individual
resource ancillary services assignment is available, then these
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individual assignments are respected in SKED2. An ancillary
services area is an area in which ancillary services are pro-
vided by resources within the area.

In one embodiment, each SKED engine can support flex-
ible study interval configuration, including but not limited to
case start/end time and case execution frequency, with vari-
able time steps. As a non-limiting example, the variable time
steps can be, a 15-minute interval for the first hour, a
30-minute interval for the second hour and the like. As a
non-limiting example, target intervals can be anchored to the
5 minute clock cycle, and the like. SKED 2 sequence execu-
tion can be configured to be either automated case execution
or manual case execution. Each SKED engine can support
multiple study scenarios for high, medium, and low load
forecast values. Each SKED engine can support interval
dependent function configuration.

In one embodiment, enforcement of forward envelope
bounding can be configurable for an SKED case. Resource
qualification parameters can be configurable for each type of
SKED for economic and transmission control commitment
separately. The qualification parameters include, but are not
limited to, resource type and startup, option to include noti-
fication time, minimum run-time and the like.

In one embodiment, the coordination among SKED
engines can be through COPt.

The next interval’s dispatch megawatt range, following the
last interval of the current SKED i solution time horizon, in
COPt may be used to calculate envelope for SKED i+1’s
dispatchable resources. A global flag can be used to switch off
the envelope function.

For SKED1 commitment decisions in COPt, which may be
overridden by operators, that can be acknowledged by opera-
tor, SKED2 can honor them. SKED2 is able to fine-tune the
startups for qualified resources by sliding them forward. Start
up notification time and the outage status within the current
SKED2 time frame need to be considered during the decision
making. With the assumption that the start up has been
decided and made in COPt, SKED2 does not consider the
related start up cost. The difference between the SKED1
calculated start up costs and actually start up costs due to
cold/intermediate/hot start up status change can be make-
whole. SKED2 is able to shut down the qualified resources as
needed if their min run time limits have been met

In one embodiment, SKED 2 has data interfaces with the
following system components: (1) day-ahead schedule to ini-
tialize COPt resource commitment status. (2) COPt. Via
COP2, SKED 2 to provide COPt with resource schedule
updates and dispatch megawatt. SKED2 will also receive
resource schedule updates from COPt for future intervals. (3)
state estimation and real-time contingency analysis. SKED2
to obtain real-time network topology and real-time genera-
tion/load megawatt values from state estimator. Real-time
transmission constraints can come from real time contin-
gency analysis. State estimation may also provide real-time
bus load distribution factors for SKED engines. (4) outage
schedule. scheduled transmission outages are available for
SKED2 to determine network topology of each SKED?2 inter-
val. (5) load forecast.

One example of a business process sequence of the process
begins with initialization. COPt can be initially populated
with the day ahead marketing and reliability assessment com-
mitments. For SKED2, the units’ initial status (on/off) and
megawatt level can be obtained from a state estimator. The
first interval duration can be equal to the first interval target
time (interval ending time) minus the study kick off time. For
SKED2. the state estimator topology can be used for all
intervals.
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The following information can be directly obtained or
derived from energy management system: (1) resource’s real-
time status (on/off); (2) resource’s output megawatt; (3) time
resource has been running or shutdown; (4) accumulated
number of startups during current day; (5) transmission
equipment’s real-time status (in/out).

FIG. 9 illustrates the sequence of execution of SKED2,
showing its granularity, launch time, period covered and fre-
quency (SKEDI1 and 3 are also shown for comparison pur-
poses).

As anon-limiting example, in one embodiment, three steps
are in each SKED engine study, (i) case creation, (ii) case
execution and (iii) case approval. For SKED2, each step can
be either auto or manual. The automation of case creation and
case execution can be coupled together, as a non-limiting
example if the case execution is auto, the case creation is also
auto.

In auto execution mode, the study is performed based on a
time schedule. When the case is created, the configuration
parameters, manual overrides, can be initialized from a case
template and the execution is followed immediately after the
initiation is completed. The user can modify the entries in the
template; the modification can become effective on the next
scheduled execution and will continue effective until next
modification or termination time expires. In auto approval
mode, once the case execution is completed and solution is
uploaded to the market database, the approval process will
proceed subject to pre-defined condition checks and the com-
prehensive operating plan is updated upon case approval.

In manual execution mode, the user manually creates the
case. The case can be initiated from a previous case, or from
the template. User will have opportunity to perform addi-
tional manual override before executing the case. With
manual approval mode, user will have opportunity to examine
the solution but user cannot alter the solution. If necessary,
user can make additional overrides and re-execute the case.
The user needs to manually initiate the approval process.

In one embodiment, for SKED2, envelope limits can be
calculated for the last SKED2 interval based on the dispatch
megawatt of the nearest future interval from SKED1 and
dispatch ramp rate.

An energy system tool for dispatchers in power grid control
systems can use a ramp-rate model. For each interval the
average ramp rates can be calculated based on the current
state estimator generation level and the maximum/minimum
level achievable in the corresponding interval duration.

SKED2 can support the following resource control modes:
commitment: fixed; committable (for economics or for trans-
mission); decommittable; slidable, energy: fixed; dispatch-
able; block loading; regulation: fixed; dispatchable (may
include part self scheduled); spinning: fixed; dispatchable
(may include part self scheduled) and the like. For SKED2,
the definition of the control mode for a given resource can
consider the resource characteristics, including but not lim-
ited to, type, start up time, notification time, minimum up
time, resource’s shift factors, decisions taken by other pro-
cesses, e.g. a combustion turbine has been called on by the
operator, SKED1 has recommended to commit a combustion
turbine, ancillary services clearing has assigned regulation/
spinning reserves to a given combustion turbine, and the like.
Ancillary services assignments can be honored by SKED2.
That is, as a non-limiting example, for offline combustion
turbines provide spinning, it can be committed by SKED2 as
long as it can provide the assigned amount of spinning
reserve. Operator commitment overrides can be treated as
fixed.
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In one embodiment of the transactions model the following
can be provided, fixed transactions by schedules, dispatch-
able transactions, emergency interchange schedule and the
like.

In one embodiment of the transmission model, Identified
unscheduled outages are made by comparing real-time state
estimator against scheduled outages and are presented to the
operator on the market operator interface for review and
inclusion to the next SKED engine execution. Model trans-
mission security constraints can include alleviate overload
constraints, watchlist constraints, simultaneous feasibility
test constraints and the like. Constraint the right hand side and
penalty cost for alleviate overload and flow-gate constraints
can be interval dependent in SKED.

Load forecasts can be provided for each of the SKED2
intervals on the control area basis. Bus loads with each control
area can be determined based on the control area load forecast
and the bus load distribution factors. User can have the ability
to vary the control area based bias which is not related to
intervals.

The bus load distribution factors may be determined based
on the latest state estimator bus loads or based on a static load
model.

In one embodiment the objective of SKED?2 is to minimize
the price-weighted value of energy bids/offers cleared over
the study period, while satisfying the specified security con-
straints. Operating cost components—start up/shut down, no
load cost and incremental energy cost; penalty terms—to
penalize the constraint violations; Constraints; Generation/
Demand Side Response; Capacity constraints—economic,
regulation, control, and spinning (min and max); Temporal
constraints—start-up/shut-down/economic dispatch ramp
rates (use nominal economic dispatch ramp rate for start
up/shut down ramping), min run/down times, max # of starts;
Block loading; Transmission; Constraints—The resource’s
shift factor based linear combination of net megawatt injec-
tions; load balance constraints—injections and withdrawals;
ancillary services requirements constraints—for intervals
with no solution spinning/regulation reserve constraints at
ancillary services area (and reserve zone) level(s) can be
enforced; Controls (variables)—commitment decisions for
qualified combustion turbines, megawatt cleared, constraint
violations; Time coupling—SKED?2 is a time coupled eco-
nomic dispatch over the study horizon. The introduction of
the time dimension into the dispatch formulation, as com-
pared to a single interval sequential solution, provides eco-
nomic (pre-ramping) as well as strategic value (profile of
generation instructions).

In one embodiment, SKED2 provides solutions for three
demand scenarios: medium, high and low. The solutions can
be, except for the common state estimator initial conditions,
totally independent.

Another embodiment of the present invention is an adap-
tive model management as shown in FIG. 5 and includes
adaptive constraint management which a general term to rep-
resent a process or management subsystem for transmission
constraint in an adaptive fashion.

Adaptive constraint management intelligently prepro-
cesses transmission constraints based on historical and cur-
rent system conditions, load forecasts, and other key param-
eters. [t predicts potential transmission constraints and allows
smoother transmission constraint binding.

The resource “profiles” may contain parameters such as
ramp rates, operating bands, predicted response per megawatt
of requested change, operating limits and the like.

In some embodiments, the demand system of the present
invention includes a demand forecast integrator that provides
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centrally managed demand forecast information. In one
embodiment, demand forecast integrator has one or more of
the following high-level requirements: flexibility in accepting
load forecasts from different engines; standard, but extend-
able software for merging load forecasts from different load
forecast engines; supporting operator load forecast overrides;
using industry standards, such as XML for input and output
data; using Web services as the primary interface means;
physical persistence layer that supports auditing, archiving
and historical data (for perfect dispatch applications); a
graphical user interface, and the like.

In some embodiments, the demand forecast integrator sup-
ports the input, management, and output of load forecast data.
The demand forecast integrator does not itself perform load
forecasting itself, but does provide one or more of the follow-
ing: a programmatic interface that will accept area load fore-
casts from external load forecast engines; a user interface that
will allow an operator to review input load forecasts and to
modify load forecasts via an override capability an ability to
merge multiple load forecasts that cover the same time range
to form a composite load forecast; a programmatic interface
that will allow consuming applications to query for load
forecasts covering a range of areas, intervals, and time ranges;
a persistence store to hold load forecast data, and the like

In some embodiments, load forecast represents a load fore-
castengine as well as a repository of load forecasts for Habitat
applications. Load forecast and demand forecast integrator
can cooperate in that load forecast can be a provider of load
forecastto demand forecast integrator, while demand forecast
integrator can merge load forecasts from load forecast and
other 3rd party engines.

FIG. 10 illustrates one embodiment of a component archi-
tecture and data flow for the demand forecast integrator in a
sample implementation.

In some embodiments, the load forecast sources in FIG. 10
provide load forecasts that can be produced at varying fre-
quencies. As a non-limiting example, sample frequencies can
be: ultra short which can be every minute; short (every 5
minutes), and medium term (every hour). The load forecast
results managed by these external engines can be periodically
sent to the demand forecast integrator by a variety of means,
including but not limited to web service calls. Either the
existing engines can be modified to make these calls or an
adapter can be created to facilitate the web service calls.

The primary building blocks for the demand forecast inte-
grator are the load forecast area (load forecast A), load fore-
cast associated with a load forecast A, and load forecast
source (load forecast S) which submits load forecast for load
forecast A. In some embodiments, load forecast can be mod-
eled in a tree structure so that load forecast for a high-level
load forecast A may be derived from subordinate load fore-
cast As' load forecast. FIG. 11 shows a collection of “leaf
node” load forecast As (in red circles) and a two aggregate
level load forecast.

In some embodiments, load forecast can be modeled as a
series of (time, megawatt) values and linear interpolation can
be used to determine the load forecast for a given time. There
is no limitation to the distance between two consecutive load
forecast times for a given load forecast A and load forecast S.
For a given load forecast A, multiple load forecast S can
submit load forecast S that may cover common time intervals.
Demand forecast integrator may have an ability to merge
multiple overlapping load forecast S to form a composite load
forecast that reflects modeled weighting factors associated
with each submitted load forecast. FIG. 12 shows an example
of load forecast construction for a single load forecast area.
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In some embodiments, the following objects can be mod-
eled in the demand forecast integrator data store and used or
generated by the demand forecast integrator application: load
forecast area; load forecast area hierarchy, which is effec-
tively dated, that is, the parent-child relationship in the load
forecast hierarchy may vary with time; load forecast A hier-
archy scaling factor is included in each load forecast A, which
can be used to calculate load forecast at the aggregate levels;
“leaf” load forecast areas, which belong to one and only one
aggregate load forecast A; “Aggregate” load forecast areas;
load forecast sources, which include weighting factors for
submitted load forecasts. Here, weighting factors are defined
as profiles relative to the current time; load forecast by source;
load forecast override; for composite load forecast only; com-
posite load forecast; historical composite load forecast and
override, and the like.

In some embodiments, load forecast may have a varying
time distance between two consecutive data points. The val-
ues of a load forecast curve represent a specific data type. For
example, the values may be megawatt, peak megawatt, or
megawatt h. A given curve contains values of just one type,
the type being specified as part of a submission. The list of
supported load forecast type is configurable and implemen-
tation for different load forecast types may vary. For example,
when a load forecast engine was outaged for an extended
period of time, no load forecast is available from that load
forecast engine for a period of time.

In some embodiments, the demand forecast integrator may
provide a callable interface with one or more of the following
characteristics: SOAP (simple object access protocol) over
HTTP web services; a published WSDL; operations that
allow a load forecast source to submit load forecasts for load
forecast areas, and the like. Each submittal can have the
following properties: name of the load forecast source; name
of'the load forecast area (only leat-level load forecast A areas
are permitted for submissions) or group of load forecast A’s;
a set of timepoint/megawatt pairs to specity the load forecast
and by load forecast A if multiple load forecast A’s can be
submitted in one operation; classification of submittal type
(megawatt, megawatt/hour, peak megawatt, and the like) can
be needed; a timestamp of the load forecast that can be used
to prevent overwriting more current data with late-arriving
stale data; operations that allow an operator of the market
operator interface to submit load forecast overrides; opera-
tions that allow a load forecast consumer to query for the
following (all need to support optional filtering by time of
submission and/or effective time): load forecasts by load
forecast source; load forecasts by load forecast area (leaf or
aggregate levels); load forecasts in user-provided or source-
data driven time steps, and the like. Time steps may be pro-
vided in one of a number of ways: a single number or vector
of time steps; overridden load forecasts can be flagged in the
query response; composite load forecasts with override; his-
torical composite load forecasts with override as of a user-
provided time; and the like. As a non-limiting example,
administering the load forecast A, load forecast hierarchy,
load forecast S weighting factors, and the like, can be done via
the market operator interface.

In some embodiments, the demand forecast integrator uses
a pluggable approach to authentication and authorization.
The authentication and authorization requirements can be
often dictated by the deployment environment, and demand
forecast integrator needs to be capable of operating in a secure
environment. This can be accomplished by designing inter-
face classes for the authentication and authorization sub-
systems and providing appropriate implementations dictated
by the deployment environment. demand forecast integrator
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can provide an “out of the box” implementation for authen-
tication and authorization, but the design must allow for other
implementations to be plugged in as required.

As an example, a given deployment may call for authenti-
cating a user/password combination against active directory
and enforcing authorization checks at each web service
operation based on a role assigned to the authenticated user.
The modeling and administration needed to support this sce-
nario can be likely to be done by a corporate I'T group. To be
deployed in this environment, demand forecast integrator
would have to load a custom implementation for the authen-
tication and authorization interface that accesses the active
directory and the authorization data store that can be used.

Such an “out of the box” implementation provided by the
demand forecast integrator is suitable for running within a
trusted environment that restricts access to only those client
machines that can run on the same LAN and behind a firewall.
Such an implementation can automatically authenticate any
client that attempts to communicate with demand forecast
integrator via the web service interface. Every authenticated
user can be permitted to execute all operations supported by
the web service interface.

In some embodiments, the demand forecast integrator
application maintains a transactional data store to hold sub-
mitted and calculated data and one or more of the following
rules may apply: submitted data (i.e. load forecasts and over-
rides) is stored at the time it can be submitted; each submis-
sion has an associated transaction ID; each query that results
in a composite load forecast being created is stored at the time
it occurs and it has an associated transaction ID. The demand
forecast integrator application accesses necessary model data
including but not limited to load forecast areas, sources, area
hierarchy, and the like, from the data store but it need not be
maintained by the demand forecast integrator application.
Population of model data is achieved through an external
interface; the demand forecast integrator application accesses
necessary historical data in response to queries on historical
composite load forecasts and overrides. Population of the
historical data store is not performed by the demand forecast
integrator application. Persistence technology, such as a rela-
tional database management system, supports standard
approach to auditing, rollback, flexible extension and the like.

In some embodiments, the method of calculating the com-
posite load forecast may be re-implemented with different
algorithm to suit different customer needs. Over time, the
demand forecast integrator contains a series of composite
load forecast construction methods that can be configured to
match project needs. These construction methods can be con-
figured during implementation and need not be dynamic user
choices. The set of load forecast values that can be processed
by demand forecast integrator may be extended in the future.
In one embodiment the demand forecast integrator is rela-
tional database management system neutral.

In some embodiments, the demand forecast integrator pro-
duces composite load forecasts for load forecast areas taking
into account overrides and submitted load forecasts. One or
more of the following rules may apply: the composite load
forecast covers the time interval and load forecast; a specified
in a query can be submitted by a demand forecast integrator
consumer (which also includes the market operator inter-
face), and the like. When multiple load forecasts for a load
forecast A cover the same time interval, the resultant com-
posite load forecast can apply modeled weighting factors for
each load forecast based on the load forecast source. As a
non-limiting example, the composite load forecast for time
interval t0-t1 can be a weighted average of the values pro-
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vided by ultra-short-term load forecast, short-term load fore-
cast, mid-term load forecast, and the like.

The weighting factor for each load forecast can be, (i) an
attribute associated with each load forecast source; (i) over-
rides can be applied to the composite load forecast produced
in the above step; (iii) a composite for aggregate load forecast
can be supported; (iv) a composite load forecast for a user-
given time step size can be supported, and the like. Interpo-
lation may be required to provide composite load forecast in
the user-given time step size; smoothing at transitional
boundaries from one load forecast (such as a 5S-minute load
forecast) to another (such as an hourly load forecast) and be
achieved through manual fine-tuning of the load forecast
source weighting factor profile.

In some embodiments, load forecast source weighting fac-
tors can be used to calculate the composite load forecast.
These factors define the weight of a load forecast source over
a series of relative times. FIG. 13 illustrates how three load
forecast S weights vary over a 90-minutes period. In this
example, load forecast 1 can be the most accurate forecast for
the short term forecast, load forecast 3 provide the most
accurate forecast for the long term and load forecast 2 is
in-between.

Aggregate load forecast areas can be those having one or
more child load forecast as in the load forecast A hierarchy
tree defined in the demand forecast integrator. In one embodi-
ment, a load forecast cannot be submitted for aggregate load
forecast As. However, a load forecast for an aggregate load
forecast As can be calculated as follows: (i) each load forecast
A can be associated with a scaling factor, If it can be not
provided, it is assumed to be 1; (ii) a load forecast of an
aggregate load forecast A can be the sum of the scaled load
forecast of its immediate child load forecast As; distribution
factors need not be supported by the demand forecast inte-
grator, i.e., the demand forecast integrator need not have the
ability to calculate the load forecast of a child load forecast A
from the load forecast of an aggregate load forecast.

In some embodiments, the following business rules can be
applied to load forecast overrides: (i) an override can be
inclusive in starting point and exclusive in ending point; (ii) a
new override will take precedence over old override(s) if they
have overlap in time axis; (iii) no smooth can be applied to
overrides, and the like. A use case, which is a description ofa
system’s behavior as it responds to a request that originates
from outside of that system, is illustrated in FIG. 14.

When the load forecast area hierarchy changes, one or
more of the following may occur: (i) the set of load forecast
A’s which belong to an aggregate load forecast A changes; (ii)
a leaf load forecast A may become an aggregate and vice
versa; (iii) a new load forecast A can be added to the hierar-
chy; (iv) an old load forecast A can be removed from the
hierarchy; (v) a load forecast A hierarchy transition can be
handled in the demand forecast integrator as follows: load
forecast submission validation does not depend on the load
forecast A hierarchy, as long as the specified load forecast A
is a valid entry; (vi) a composite load forecast can be built
according to the load forecast A hierarchy, and the like. If the
target time range of the composite load forecast spans over
two load forecast A hierarchies, the resulting composite load
forecast reflect the two hierarchies accordingly.

EXAMPLE 1
Use Case No 1
Submitting [.oad Forecast

This example illustrates adding new load forecast to one or
more load forecast areas for the respective load forecast
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source. The trigger is load forecast engine 1 which submits a
new load forecast. The demand forecast integrator validates
the submitted information: valid load forecast source, valid
leaf-level load forecast area, properly formed load forecast
data points. demand forecast integrator overlays new load
forecast on top of existing load forecast for load forecast
engine 1. Assuming that the submitted load forecast’s mini-
mum and maximum time are T,,,;,, and T, ., all previous input
from load forecast engine 1 within T,,,,, and T, .. inclusively
can be deleted. Demand forecast integrator responds with a
success message. As a post condition, load forecast from load
forecast engine 1 is updated in demand forecast integrator.
This example illustrates how new submittals contain better
load forecast than the previous ones.

EXAMPLE 2
Use Case No 2
Submitting [.oad Forecast Overrides

This example illustrates adding load forecast override for
one or more load forecast areas. In this example, the trigger
occurs when an operator entered and saved load forecast
override for a load forecast A. The market operator interface
submits the overrides to the demand forecast integrator.
demand forecast integrator validates the submitted informa-
tion: valid load forecast source, valid leaf-level load forecast
area, properly formed load forecast override data and the like.
The demand forecast integrator adds the override values for
the load forecast A. Assuming that the submitted override
runs from T1 to T2, all previous override within T1 and T2 is
removed. The submittal may include multiple set of overrides
with non-adjacent time periods for the same load forecast A.
Demand forecast integrator responds with a success message.
The result is that demand forecast integrator contains addi-
tional overrides for the load forecast A.

EXAMPLE 3
Use Case No 3

Requesting Composite Load Forecast for the Market
Operator Interface

This example illustrates obtaining a composite load fore-
cast for the market operator interface. The trigger event is
when the operator displays the composite load forecast for a
specified time range. The market operator interface submits a
request for the composite load forecast for the requested time
range and load forecast A. The demand forecast integrator
validates the submitted information which includes validat-
ing: (i) the load forecast source; (ii) the leaf-level load fore-
cast area; (iv) from and to times; (v) time step, and the like.
The demand forecast integrator constructs the composite load
forecast or the demand forecast integrator retrieves the com-
posite load forecast depending on the implementation. The
demand forecast integrator responds with the composite load
forecast, including overrides. The market operator interface
displays the composite load forecast and overrides in a
graphical format. The returned information can contain the
composite load forecast before and after application of over-
ride.

FIG. 15 illustrates one embodiment of the demand forecast
integrator software architecture. The demand forecast inte-
grator has external clients that can be load forecast engines or
consumers. Multiple load forecast engines may submit load
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forecast periodically to the demand forecast integrator as
frequent as every few minutes. Consumers may query com-
posite load forecasts and override load forecasts randomly.
External clients can be responsible for creating and submit-
ting soap messages based on the demand forecast integrator
XML message schema and WSDL. The XML schema and
WSDL can be published to external clients.

An external service layer can be provided. In some
embodiments, multi-threaded CXF web service listeners can
be serving the requests. CXF is responsible for XML valida-
tion and converting soap messages to JAXB.

An implementation of WSDL operations serves the
requests and dispatches the requests to internal service layers
for data transformation.

In some embodiments, transaction id can be generated in
an internal service layer. This transaction id is stored in and
accessed from a thread context within the thread that pro-
cesses the request. Data transformation to business objects
can be required if the JAXB does not provide good represen-
tation for functional operations such as merging load fore-
casts.

A business layer can be provided that implements all func-
tional requirements such as merging and overriding. Business
objects can be defined to support functional requirements. A
set of functional operation interfaces is defined to operate
these business objects.

A persistence layer can be provided. In some embodi-
ments, business objects can be mapped to a relational data-
base management system table using hibernate XML map-
ping files. One example of structure of an internal service
layer is illustrated in FIG. 16.

In one embodiment, all internal service implementation
classes implement a base class that takes care of transaction
management. The internal service implementation class can
implement an execute method that can wrap around the whole
request within the thread process.

FIG. 17 depicts an example of the demand forecast inte-
grator physical data layer. Operator manual overrides can be
allowed to change the demand forecast integrator results.
Those overrides are submitted to the demand forecast inte-
grator, and have impacts on all new cases and case repopula-
tion. An override should stay until it’s manually deleted. In
this way, overrides consistency could be preserved within the
entire system.

Another core function of the system tool for dispatchers in
power grid control systems of the present invention is after-
the fact analysis. After the fact analysis aims at providing a
framework to conduct forensic analysis. After the fact analy-
sis is a decision-support tool to evaluate operational and
financial performance, assess impacts due to historical or
potentially new system events and/or conditions, and seek
changes as necessary.

After the fact analysis is a product for systematic analysis
of'pastevents and practices, and is illustrated in FIG. 18. It can
be used to establish quantitative assessments of how do spe-
cific events and practices affect system performance. A key
characteristic of after the fact analysis can be the use of actual
system operational data, which helps establish a suitable level
of credibility and practicality of the after the fact analysis
analytical results. After the fact analysis can be designed to
support many different types of analysis within a consistent
framework. Different types of analysis can be implemented as
different types of use-cases. In fact, after the fact analysis can
be a class of use-cases that focus on “Day-After” analysis of
the performance of actual system dispatch results, including
the impacts of specific events. It will be appreciated that after
the fact analysis can be for a time period other than a day after.



US 9,251,479 B2

25

After the fact analysis could be built on any existing market
systems and be considered as an add-on off-line “Day-After”
analysis tool. The discussion below focuses on the design for
perfect dispatch, illustrated in FIG. 19, as it exists within the
overall after the fact analysis framework.

After the factanalysis is a comprehensive business solution
used in an off-line, after-the-fact environment to study the
real-time dispatch performance of any previous day within
the data retention period. Requirements for after the fact
analysis are defined by the use-cases in terms of their engi-
neering business functional capabilities, and specific levels of
integrated data interfaces and user interfaces. Requirements
that can be common to multiple use-cases are presented
before the individual use-cases requirements.

One of the business objectives of after the fact analysis is to
assess the performance of system dispatch by comparing
performance metrics for actual dispatch results with metrics
for reference case dispatch results. Performance metrics can
be a set of quantitative metrics that reflect system efficiency
and security concerns. By way of illustration, and without
limitation, using total production cost as a metric for effi-
ciency, after the fact analysis can calculate the cost associated
with actual dispatch and compares it against the cost associ-
ated with the reference dispatch.

Another business objective of after the fact analysis is to
analyze performance impacts associated with specific oper-
ating events, e.g. excessive deviations of tie-line flows from
the scheduled levels. By simulating specific events and cal-
culating their quantitative impacts on system performance,
the after the fact analysis should generate information that
could help identify reasons that contribute to the performance
gap between actual system operation and an idealized refer-
ence condition. It is important that the impacts for each event
be clearly identified, and that multiple events may be ana-
lyzed within a given after the fact analysis study. To ensure
clarity in interpreting the impacts of each event, the after the
fact analysis can simulate each event individually, and calcu-
late its impacts with respect to appropriate Performance met-
rics. The performance metrics can then be compared with the
Reference Case and actual system operation history.

The expected results from each after the fact analysis study
include one or more of: re-constructed actual system opera-
tion history from recorded real-time data; re-construction of
recorded real-time data does not rely on results from any
optimization application security constrained unit commit-
ment (SCUC), which is a process to perform unit commit-
ment subjected to transmission constraints in a power system.
In one embodiment, after the fact analysis includes recorded
real-time data with the following data for each time period
over the after the fact analysis study interval, actual: load; unit
output; unit commitment status for each scheduling interval;
network topology; constraint flows and the like.

In some embodiments, after the fact analysis uses the same
optimization dispatch engine as the scheduling functions. It
solves the commonly-known security constrained economic
dispatch (SCED) problem, which can be the general optimi-
zation framework applicable to various scheduling tasks.

The definition and creation of reference case dispatch
results is based on specific business rules, such as use actual
demand instead of forecast demand, and in general requires
solving optimization applications (e.g. SCUC/SCED). Dif-
ferent use-case types can have different rules for construction
reference case dispatch results. One or more scenario results
from the set of specific events associate each after the fact
analysis study. Each scenario contains specific changes to
input data for the reference case dispatch results case (e.g.
increase reserve requirement by 100 megawatt over the ref-
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erence case dispatch results reserve requirement). In general,
each scenario requires solving optimization applications (e.g.
SCUC/SCED).

Different use-case types can have different types of sce-
nario results, which may include one or more of: performance
metrics calculated for recorded real-time data, reference case
dispatch results, and each scenario; appropriate summary and
drill-down details for each performance metrics; comparison
of different cases including but not limited to, recorded real-
time data, reference case dispatch results, scenario and the
like. History of system/resource operations can be captured
via standard data-recording functions and can be made avail-
able to after the fact analysis. After the fact analysis does not
perform general purpose real-time data recording.

After the fact analysis provides a tool that collects appro-
priate historical data from the archived market cases that
include state estimator and alleviate overload files to con-
struct recorded real-time data.

After the fact analysis studies are conducted with extensive
use of pre-defined default configurations and data settings,
and automated data gathering. To further simplify after the
fact analysis usage, different types of after the fact analysis
use-cases are constructed to support different default configu-
rations and settings. Use-cases can be implemented as study
modes in market database. A user selects specific use-case
when running an after the fact analysis study. Each after the
fact analysis study can be identified by a user-defined name
and includes set of input & output data consistent with the
use-case (i.e. study mode) type it belongs to. Input data to
after the fact analysis includes one or more of: recorded
real-time data is abstracted from recorded operation, as
described earlier; reference case dispatch results data
includes data from consolidated operating plan, which can be
a set of tables in market database third-party data sources,
such as actual unit ramping performance, and miscellaneous
user-entries; scenario data includes impact factors specified
by the user and may in the future also include data from
third-party data sources.

After the fact analysis can utilize a transmission security
model. After the fact analysis results can be subject to trans-
mission security constraints. The set of transmission con-
straints can be as defined in the market database/the compre-
hensive operating plan. In addition, after the fact analysis may
be configured, if necessary, to interface with simultaneous
feasibility test to identify constraint violations beyond those
initially contained in the market database/the comprehensive
operating plan.

Output data from after the fact analysis includes one or
more of: re-constructed recorded real-time data and perfor-
mance metrics; reference case dispatch results and perfor-
mance metrics; scenario results and performance metrics for
each and every scenario defined for the study. There are
various factors that have impacts on after the fact analysis
system operations. For each scenario in an after the fact
analysis study, the user may define a specific set of impact
factors that collectively represent a specific event or a set of
events.

In one embodiment, the after the fact analysis system needs
to perform at least the following major core functions: inter-
acting with captured historical data; enabling users to define
studies including reference and scenarios; conducting batch
studies and comparisons of history, reference, and multiple
scenarios; analytical modules: optimization engines, security
analysis; the market operator interface to set up study cases
and to evaluate study results and the like.

To compare what has been taken place in the study day,
after the fact analysis collaborates with various systems that
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capture and record power system operations data in real-time.
This data may include but is not limited to system perfor-
mance data such as load, frequency, tie-line error, reserve
margin; decision data such as dispatch instructions, unit call
on/call off; and system events such as topology changes,
constraint violations, other disturbances.

The principal category of captured power system data of
after the fact analysis is the data preserved in state estimator
and alleviate overload files such as: unit commitment status;
unit outputs (active and reactive); active and reactive bus
loads; active and reactive branch flows, and; active and reac-
tive constraint flows.

State estimator data can be preserved in archived market
solutions (SKED2/general control application) and can be
extracted from the archived cases, consolidated and made
available to after the fact analysis by the after the fact analysis
pre-processor. An after the fact analysis pre-processor can be
implemented as a scheduled job in a market database that runs
in early morning hours to extract the actual operational data
and make it available for subsequent after the fact analysis
studies.

In addition to state estimator and alleviate overload data,
several types of data can be stored in the market database and
sourced from archived files as well. While this data can be
exported to after the fact analysis from market database via
the standard exporter mechanism, it can be pre-processed by
the after the fact analysis pre-processor in order to improve
the performance of after the fact analysis studies. This data
includes butis not limited to: load forecast; regulation reserve
requirements; operating reserve requirements; unit megawatt
schedules; unit megawatt limits; demand resource schedules;
security constraints; scheduled outages; transmission secu-
rity constraints; scheduled Net Interchange and the like.

In some embodiments, each after the fact analysis study
can be associated with a specific after the fact analysis use-
case (i.e. after the fact analysis study can be implemented as
case or set of cases in the market database whose study Mode
corresponds to the after the fact analysis use-case). Many
study datasets may be involved in a daily after the fact analy-
sis-Low study. Each dataset can be associated with the day
and can be uniquely identified by study name (e.g. after the
fact analysis-Low_yyyy-mm-dd_studyname. Each study
contains multiple scenarios: recorded real-time data, for
actual History, reference case dispatch results, for reference,
scenario, for Impact scenarios, and the like. Each scenario can
contain one or more impact-factor models. Performance met-
rics are evaluated and compared for each scenario.

The data structures required for an after the fact analysis
study include but are not limited to: (1) Study (use-case) type,
which defines the type of study being conducted, with each
use-case having a set of analyst-configurable parameters with
default data values. (2) Study control, which defines the run
time parameters such as duration of the study. (3) Reference
case, which defines the input data set required for construct-
ing the reference case, such as whether actual or nominal
reserve requirements can be used, as well as configurable
parameter for executing the reference case such as an option
for allowing re-commitment. (4) Scenario case, where each
study can have one or more scenario cases. Each scenario can
be an impact analysis of the combined effect of a collection of
impact data items against the reference case. Other than hav-
ing the common reference case, each scenario can be inde-
pendent of any other scenarios. (5) Impact factor data items,
which are operating parameters that may impact the system
performance, such as tie-line schedule, unit ramp rate, reserve
requirements. For each data item, user can enter either the
absolute value or the deviation from the reference case. Mul-
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tiple impact-items may be grouped into named-templates for
convenient re-use in other studies. (6) Performance metrics,
which are default data items that compares the result of each
scenario case verse the reference case, such as production
cost, reserve capacity, and the like.

In one embodiment, three functional modules are related to
the execution of an off-line study case. The business logic for
these functional modules primarily resides in the market data-
base. As a non-limiting example, separate queues can be
deployed to avoid adversely affect the on-line scheduling
functions, and to ensure appropriate performance for after the
fact analysis.

The first module is a construct input data module which
prepares all the input data for the study. A user analysis
defines the study. This module then: (1) collects all the data
that represents the actual dispatch performance; (2) prepares
the input data for constructing the reference case; (3) gathers
the impact data items to construct the scenario cases, and the
like. For efficient purpose, the impact data items for a scenario
can be exported as a “delta file” such as deviations from the
reference case data, and the like.

In addition to the existing market database-based mecha-
nism for exporting data to analytical engines for studies, that
is exporter application and views, a dedicated after the fact
analysis pre-processor application can be used for collecting
operational and other input data for after the fact analysis
from archived case files. This data pre-processing can be
scheduled to run before daily after the fact analysis-Low
study. It can be implemented as a new after the fact analy-
sis_ PREP study mode in the market database.

The second module is a batch execution module, where the
reference case and the scenario cases can be grouped as a
batch. An after the fact analysis-Low study may also include
only the reference case. From the analytical module stand-
point, they are separate dispatch cases. In the database, they
can be linked together for processing and comparison. Mul-
tiple scenarios and reference case can be executed in parallel.

The third module is a compile study results module which
consists of database procedures that can be linked to new after
the fact analysis displays in the market operator interface.
Based on the batch information (i.e. case data) and the per-
formance metrics defined for the study, this module processes
the case solutions and performs the automatic case compari-
son to provide impact analysis results.

A scenario designed to simulate the effects of short term
demand forecast errors, for example, may include changes to
impact factors representing regulation requirements and
operating reserve requirements. Each impact factor can be
typically modeled by input data parameters. The effects of
impact factors on system performance can be determined by
solving each scenario with appropriate input data parameters
that correspond to the impact factors.

The set of impact factors can be very comprehensive.
Examples of impact factors include but are not limited to: (1)
system and area load changes; (2) zone and area regulation
requirement changes; (3) zone and area reserve requirement
changes; (4) unit limit and ramp rate changes; (5) unit com-
mitment status change; (6) unit minimum UP and Down time
changes; (6) security constraint change; schedule transaction
megawatt and price changes; (7) constraint limit and contin-
gency changes; (8) topology changes, and the like.

An optimization model can be utilized. In some embodi-
ments, the results of reference case dispatch results and sce-
nario’s can be solutions from a SKED engine. The optimiza-
tion model for each solution can be based on the formulation
framework of a general control application problem and can
be characterized by a commitment optimization that allows
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the resources to be recommitted, instead of forcing each
resource to follow the actual commitment schedules over the
after the fact analysis study interval.

Even when commitment is permitted, re-commitment can
be performed only for units designed as eligible & available
for re-commitment; dispatch optimization. This allows the
resources to be permitted to be optimally re-dispatched for
the after the fact analysis study interval. and can include: (1)
The basic re-dispatch model can be based on the general
control application SKED engine formulation, where all
time-intervals can be optimized simultaneously as one multi-
interval commitment problem; (2) In addition to the basic
model, an alternative extension is provided that will solve the
multi-interval re-dispatch problem as a series of single-inter-
val dispatch. This alternate approach can use the solution
dispatch megawatt at the end of each interval “t” as the inter-
val as the initial condition for each interval “t+1”, and allows
re-dispatch for the “t+1” interval to be bound by the resource
ramp rate the interval “t+1”; (3) Loss optimization allows for
the loss minimization among those equipments designated in
network model; (4) Use of a resource model, where in some
embodiments, resources can be modeled based on the same
information used in day-ahead and intra-day schedules,
including but not limited to capacity & ramp rate limits, heat
rate & fuel model, and the like. The basic model parameters
can be contained in the market database, including the actual
operator’s input, overrides, and impact-factor changes for
specific scenarios.

A system requirements model can be used for system
parameters, such as demand forecast, reserve requirements,
and the like, that is based on data in the comprehensive
operating plan, and includes overrides and impact-factor
changes for specific scenarios.

In some embodiments, changes to one or more of the
following data value from the level used as input is applied to
determine reference case dispatch results. Each scenario may
contain multiple changes including but not limited to changes
for: (1) Regulation requirements for reflecting effects of tie-
line errors, deviations from nominal unit ramping perfor-
mance, very-short-term load forecast errors, uncertainties in
wind-generation; (2) Reserve requirements for reflecting
effects of day-ahead and intra-day forecast error, uncertain-
ties in wind-generation; (3) System and area load to reflect
effects of day-ahead and intra-day forecast errors and uncer-
tainties in distributed, non-observable generation; (4) Tie-line
schedules to reflect changes to scheduled tie-line equanimi-
ties; (5) Scheduled transactions for changes to scheduled
tie-line equanimities; (6) Unit megawatt limits, including
units that have fixed megawatt schedules, and for reflecting
effects of units not-following dispatch instructions, for pro-
viding voltage support, including but not limited to, minimum
megawatt generation and must-run; (7) Unit Commitment
status where users are able to change commitment statuses of
selected units to reflect effects of day-ahead and intra-day
forecast errors, providing voltage support; (8) Unit opera-
tional parameters such as up/down ramp rates, min up/down
and initially on times, allowing a user to change these param-
eters to reflect actual conditions, such as after unplanned
events, and to create ‘what-if” scenarios; (9) Load resource
operational parameters for uncertainties intrinsic in modeling
of this type of resources; (10) Security constraint limits for
changing operating conditions, errors in bus-load distribution
factors, and the like.

With the present invention it is possible to calculate several
performance metrics based on actual and/or calculated mega-
watt dispatch results. The set of performance metric’s can
include: economic operation; bid production cost; daily per-
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cent of perfect; bid production cost savings; startup cost for
incrementally committed units; startup cost savings; percent
savings; year to date (YTD) running average; megawatt pur-
chase cost (based on contract price paid to generators for
injecting power to the grid); fuel consumption; emission;
losses; physical operation; total generation; regulation
reserve capacity; operating reserve capacity; unit commit-
ment schedule; unit megawatt output; grid security; megawatt
loading levels for pre-defined constraints in the Watch List;
constraint violations, and the like.

As anon-limiting example, the set of performance metrics
described above can be organized as follows: area grouping:
by control area, generating company, plant, unit fuel type
(coal, gas, hydro, wind, nuclear, other), division (sub-area);
time grouping: daily, study interval (future function, when the
study Interval covers multiple days), and the like.

EXAMPLE 4
Perfect Dispatch Use-Case 1
After the Fact Analysis-Low

Ideal Reference

The business objective in this example is to re-dispatch
and/or re-commit results. This is used to a create reference
case dispatch results condition which can be designed to show
what can be the best (e.g. lowest cost) dispatch result that
would be theoretically possible, even though these perfect
system conditions, which can be input to the after the fact
analysis, may not exists in the real physical system. This
use-case can be named after the fact analysis-Low, where
Low refers to the reference case dispatch results being the
lowest costideal condition. From the low-cost reference, after
the fact analysis-Low, each scenario, which simulates effects
of impact factors, can be envisioned to produce cost-adders
that would be added on top of the reference case dispatch
results. The adders gradually fill from the bottom up and
reduce the gap between recorded real-time data and after the
fact analysis-Low reference case dispatch results.

The set of input data used for determining reference case
dispatch results for after the fact analysis-Low is as follows:
actual load; nominal/typical regulation requirement; nomi-
nal/typical reserve requirement; actual network topology;
nominal (i.e. perfect) unit operating conditions: capacity and
ramp limits, and the like. The actual commitment schedules
from recorded real-time data can be used as the starting point
for unit commitment. Incremental re-commitment of quali-
fied units is allowed in after the fact analysis-Low when the
actual unit plan does not meet load, regulation and reserve
requirements. As a non-limiting example, the regulation and
reserve requirements can be: a combustion turbine and/or
steam based on qualification time; nuclear and hydro can be
mostly self-scheduled, and the like.

EXAMPLE 5
Perfect Dispatch Use-Case 2
After the Fact Analysis-High
Practical Reference
In this example, the business objective is to re-dispatch

and/or re-commit results to create reference case dispatch
results condition that shows incremental and/or decremental
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changes in performance metrics over the actual dispatch (re-
corded real time data). The differences between recorded
real-time data and reference case dispatch results, for this
use-case, can be results of certain “not-so-perfect” factors
that adversely affected the “actual dispatch”. In contrast with
the previous use case (after the fact analysis-Low), which
uses a “lowest cost” reference dispatch, this use case uses a
reference dispatch that is more practical than the ideal con-
dition. This reference dispatch is relatively close to the actual
recorded real-time data dispatch, and thus likely to have
higher cost than the reference dispatch of after the fact analy-
sis-Low use case. Hence the name after the fact analysis-High
for its higher-than-lowest cost reference dispatch.

The set of input data used for determining reference case
dispatch results for after the fact analysis-High can be as
follows: actual load; regulation requirement that reflects
actual conditions of the day (data values externally supplied
to after the fact analysis); reserve requirement that reflects
actual conditions of the day, which can be data values exter-
nally supplied to after the fact analysis; actual network topol-
ogy; actual unit operating conditions for the day: capacity &
ramp limits (data values externally supplied to after the fact
analysis); actual Commitment schedules, and the like.

Any changes to the input data associated with specific
impact factors are with respect to the input for reference case
dispatch results for after the fact analysis-High. Hence, even
for the same Impact Factor (e.g. reserve requirements), after
the fact analysis-Low and after the fact analysis-High may
have different input data values.

A relational database, which can be a market database,
snapshot can be used with a snapshot capability available for
capturing data from the comprehensive operating plan and
other business services (e.g. load forecast and OI). The snap-
shot can be time-based or event-based. The user can configure
the retention policy such as how many days of data to be
retained in the production database. The study case results are
also persistent in the database for the retention period. As a
non-limiting example, the following data can be stored in the
database; load forecast; regulation reserve requirements;
operating reserve requirements; unit megawatt schedules;
unit megawatt limits; scheduled outages; unscheduled out-
ages as detected by the state estimator); transmission security
constraints; bus load allocation schedules; the miscellaneous
external data associated with actual system operations such as
tie-line schedules; real-time tie-line schedule adjustments;
fuel usage; emission production; real-time ramp rate from
external functions, if available, that monitor & management
ramp rate performance; real-time ancillary service require-
ment for each dispatch interval from a third party external
ancillary service functions and the like.

In some embodiments, the SKED engine, acting as an
optimization engine, can be designed to support comprehen-
sive set of configuration options needed to meet different
scheduling requirements. As a non-limiting example, some
functional capabilities of the SKED engine include but are not
limited to: (i) optimized resource commitment and dispatch
scheduling with system, operational, and physical con-
straints; (2) system constraints; (3) energy demand; (4) regu-
lation reserve; (5) operating reserve; (6) transmission secu-
rity; (7) operational constraints; (9) transmission security;
(10) energy; (11) minimum up/down times; (12) ramp rate
limits; (13) operational bands around dispatch targets; (14)
physical constraints; (15) maximum/minimum energy; (16)
maximum/minimum regulation; (17) price and cost-based
resource model; (18) price for energy and ancillary services;
(19) cost based on a fuel, heat rate curve; (20) co-optimization
for energy and multiple ancillary services; (21) constraint
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relaxation with segmented weighting of violation quantities;
(22) a simultaneous feasibility test check can be provided at
the end of after the fact analysis study as an option for network
security validation; (23) iterative runs of simultaneous feasi-
bility test with any optimization module may not be required;
(24) a mixed integer programming-based optimization
engine with advanced adaptation to scheduling functions;
(25) performance metrics evaluation, and the like.

In some embodiments, the market operator interface case
setup can follow the display design of the transmission evalu-
ation application displays. The user can define reference and
scenario cases and associations between them. The user is
also able to define only one case as the reference case for the
day. New display can be provided to facilitate entering of
impact factor and scenario data.

In some embodiments, the results can be presented with a
combination of graphical and tabular displays. Using the
information of the batch and performance metrics defined for
the study, the comparison results between the scenario cases
and reference case can be automatically generated and pre-
sented in the pre-defined template. Conceptually, after the
fact analysis results can be presented graphically by a family
of curves, where each curve can be some performance metric
which can be production cost, over different dispatch inter-
vals, as a non-limiting example 48 in a day. This is described
below using after the fact analysis-LLow in the following
example.

EXAMPLE 6

In this example, curve 1 represents after the fact analysis/
with Low reference dispatch results, that is reference case
dispatch results. Curve 2 includes results from scenario #1.
Scenario #1 is characterized by extra regulation requirements
to reflect the effects of a specific impact-factor, namely, tie-
line error. Curve 3 illustrates the extra cost increase beyond
reference case dispatch results. Curve 2 can be attributed to
excessive tie-line errors. Curve 3 illustrates the results from
scenario #2: Scenario #2 is characterized by generators not-
following dispatch instructions, and can be modeled by addi-
tional regulation requirements beyond reference case dis-
patch results. Curve 4 shows the extra cost increased beyond
reference case dispatch results that can be attributed to gen-
erator non-compliance. Curve 4 illustrates actual dispatch
results from recorded real-time data.

In addition to the after the fact analysis specific displays
above, generic case results displays can be used for viewing
of after the fact analysis case results.

Because Excel is commonly used by the regional transmis-
sion organization engineers and analyst for comparison of
scenario input data, study results and statistical analysis, the
grid after the fact analysis displays in the market operator
interface is implemented with this interoperability in mind
with all market operator interface grids to be exported to
Excel documents. Data can be copied and pasted directly
between open Excel documents and display grids in the mar-
ket operator interface.

In addition to data supporting data transfer between and
Excel, the market operator interface can also support the
export of data from the market database into existing spread-
sheets (i.e. tools and reports) by providing a special display
for the maintenance of mappings between stored procedures
in the market database (that export data) and target objects in
Excel.

In some embodiments, an after the fact analysis case for a
day can be based on the day’s actual approved production
cases. The case file pre-processor can run as an automatic job
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at non-work hours (e.g., 2 am). The files needed for the
previous day’s after the fact analysis case can be ready when
the after the fact analysis is executed.

In some embodiments, one after the fact analysis interval,
including but not limited to 30 minutes and the like, can cover
multiple source case intervals, including but not limited to
5-minute intervals used by SKED3 cases, or 15-minute inter-
vals used by SKED2 cases. Each after the fact analysis inter-
val can use the first interval data in the interval file of the
source case with the same interval start time as the after the
fact analysis interval. As a non-limiting example, an after the
fact analysis interval 10:30 (10:30-11:00, assuming interval
start time convention is used) can use the first interval data of
the source case for interval starting 10:30 (i.e., the 10:30-10:
35 interval for a SKED3 case, or the 10:30-10:45 interval for
a SKED2 case). Pre-processor produces the interval file for
after the fact analysis that contains the data for each after the
fact analysis interval and there is one interval file produced by
the pre-processor for a day. The pre-processor is designed to
support different intervals, as a non-limiting example, 5, 15,
30 minutes and the like, by updating configuration settings
and can be, as a non-limiting example, tested mainly witha 30
minute interval.

In some embodiments, schema structures are built to store
historical data used by after the fact analysis as illustrated in
FIG. 20. This information can be exported to the market
clearing engine for running after the fact analysis cases. For
performance and maintenance purposes, these new structures
may be implemented in a separate schema from the market
database.

In some embodiments, new market database schema
objects are added to model impact factors which are input to
the respective scenario cases. Impact factors can be perturba-
tion to the input data of the case as illustrated in FIG. 21.
Technically the impact factor structures can be very much
akin to some of the existing case override structures in the
market database. However, the new impact factor structures
will provide more comprehensive perturbation capability
than the existing case override structures. Inside the market
clearing engine, the impact factors can be applied over the
case overrides of the production cases.

In some embodiments, after the fact analysis market clear-
ing engine can be based on a SKED engine. The function of
case file and delta file reading is included. In addition to case
files of the study intervals, after the fact analysis market
clearing engine reads in actual system operation data. The
major actual data items include: actual load; actual resource
output; actual resource ancillary services dispatch; actual
resource schedule; actual interchange/transaction and the
like.

A market clearing engine may also read in impact factor
data as needed for each scenario. This can include: load
change; reserve requirement change; resource commitment
change; resource energy dispatch megawatt or range change;
resource ancillary services dispatch megawatt or range
change; transaction megawatt change; security constraint
change: enforcement/limit, and the like.

In some embodiments, after the fact analysis solution is
based on two important assumptions: resources can be con-
trolled to 100% of the facility rating; and all dispatchable
generators will perform at 100% of their bid-in ramp rate.

In some embodiments, two-round execution logic is used,
where the first round is for SCUC, based on which, the second
round is to do sequential SCED by interval. In resource dis-
patch solving, interval t can be based on the solution of
previous interval, i.e., interval t-1. The first interval can be
based on state estimator. The two intervals can be bound by
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ramp rate limits. The mixed integer programming method can
be used to solve the first round unit commitment model, the
linear programming for the second round economic dispatch
problem.

In some embodiments, in both SCUC and SCED, commit-
ment and dispatch for energy and ancillary services dispatch
can be handled in a co-optimization way. The following mod-
els can be included: power balance model; resource model;
price model; cost-based model; dispatch range; ramp rate
limits; maximum/minimum energy limits; commitment eli-
gibility; minimum-up/minimum-down limits; maximum
start up limits; ancillary services model, which includes ancil-
lary services eligibility, ancillary services capacity, and
regional requirements; transaction model; security constraint
model, which supports multiple penalty segments; security
constraint relaxation, where constraint relaxation logic can be
included to avoid locational marginal price being contami-
nated by penalty price in the situation of constraint violations,
and the like.

In some embodiments, market clearing engine provides
files with power injections based on the dispatch solution,
which allows simultaneous feasibility test checking for net-
work security validation. In addition to existing resource
commitment/dispatch and security constraint solutions, bid
production costs of both actual operation solution and after
the fact analysis solution can be calculated.

An after the fact analysis market clearing engine reads in
input data for each study interval. The files can be extracted
from production cases executed in study day, which can be
usually the previous day or part of previous day for after the
fact analysis by Preprocessor. For each after the fact analysis
case, the input files can include: one daily file, which can be
the daily file of any production case executed in the study day;
one interval file, which can be aggregated based on the case
interval files executed in the study day, and the like.

In some embodiments, the market operator interface pro-
vides a user interface of the following functions: collecting
user input data including case parameters and impact factors;
displaying summary result of performance metric; automat-
ing data population from database to predefined excel work-
book which has data sheets and report sheets; creating report
sheets in the excel workbook can be outside the scope of
developing, and the like.

The after the fact analysis case control display looks simi-
lar to other case control display that supports case parameter
inputs and; display case workflow status and messages.

The read-only display of after the fact analysis case actual
values (scenario zero) can display actual values for each after
the fact analysis case, illustrated in FIG. 22. This set of values
act as the base for each after the fact analysis case. User
friendly filters are on the left panel to filter the result returned.

The impact factor input display supports inserting, updat-
ing and deleting different impact factor delta values for sce-
narios as shown in FIG. 23. It supports resource, resource
ancillary services, constraints, area, area ancillary services,
system and transaction impact factors, and the like. Impact
factors can be copied and pasted. Rows can be selected from
one grid and copied and pasted on other same type of grid.
Case Id and effective and termination times can be adjusted
on the selected case.

A list of read-only summary displays for s solutions can be
provided, including but are not limited to: performance sum-
mary displays for approved cases; saving summary display to
show top ten saving units and saving by types, and the like.
CSV files, with comma-separated values, are used for the
digital storage of data structured in a table of lists form, where
each associated item, member in a group is in association with
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others also separated by the commas of its set used for the
digital storage of data structured in a table of lists form. In
some embodiments, case comparison can be performed to
compare two CSV files based on two cases. FIG. 24 illustrates
the market operator interface solution displays. FIG. 25 illus-
trates a saving summary display to show the top ten saving
units and saving by types. FIGS. 26 and 27 illustrate case
comparison can be performed to compare two CSV files
based on two cases.

As a non-limiting example, after the fact analysis can use
Excel for reporting purposes. The market operator interface
plays a role of defining the excel workbook, worksheet and
data source mapping. A user can use the market operator
interface to create report mappings and export data to Excel.
The report mapping definition can be a file based achieve that
can be part of installation and can also be defined by users
during runtime. The report mapping definition files can be
imported by users and pre-imported by the market operator
interface. The data source name can be the name of stored
procedure that returns report result data. The mapping defines
the Excel workbook and a particular worksheet. The report
query parameters are dependent on database query, stored
procedure parameters. The data values can be user defined
values such as case id, date and areas. The data values can be
predefined key words such as current, latest, all and the like.
Report mappings grid provides right click context menu run
exports, illustrated in FIG. 28.

In some embodiments, creating and editing mappings
requires a three-step wizard: (i) report mappings grid pro-
vides right click context menu to add, edit mapping, where
available reports can be driven from database report stored
procedures, while worksheet names can be driven by a
selected Excel file; (ii) set query procedure parameters stored
in a database, FIG. 29, and the like, where values can be
textbox, date and decimal input controls that map, data and
number in the query parameters; (iii) and the last step is to
save the mapping or/and run export, see FIGS. 30 and 31.

Other embodiments of the invention will be apparent to
those skilled in the art from consideration of the specification
and practice of the invention disclosed herein. It is intended
that the specification and examples be considered as exem-
plary only, with a true scope and spirit of the invention being
indicated by the appended claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A method comprising:

generating a supply of energy by a power grid device of a
power grid and dispatching the supply of energy by the
power grid device based on at least one multi-level dis-
patch operation of the power grid, wherein the power
grid device comprises a processor that facilitates deploy-
ment of a comprehensive operating plan;

applying, by the power grid device, an action defined by the
comprehensive operating plan as a function of operating
plan data stored by a data store database representing an
operating plan to provide a multi-interval scheduling
solution that allocates operational resources of the
power grid according to a schedule of the power grid to
generate the supply of energy and dispatch the supply of
energy by the power grid device;

associating, by the power grid device, a multi-stage
resource engine with of at least one scheduler engine
corresponding to respective look-ahead periods, and in
accordance with the comprehensive operating plan; and

capturing, by the power grid device, scheduling data for
storage by the data store, wherein the scheduling data
corresponds to a unified scheduling system integrated
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with the at least one schedule engine in accordance with
the comprehensive operating plan; and

closing, by the power grid device, a gap between day ahead

scheduling that schedules a commitment of power grid

resources for a day ahead of an identified day, a unit
commitment decision that manages peak and valley
demands of, the power grid, and real time economic
dispatch sequences that deploy power grid resources at
different time periods.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the multi-stage resource
engine coordinates at least one demand scenario of the at least
one scheduler engine.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein the at least one demand
scenario includes a low demand scenario applicable to a
defined low demand, a medium demand scenario applicable
to a defined medium demand, or a high demand scenario
applicableto a defined high demand, wherein the defined high
demand is higher than the defined medium demand and the
defined low demand, and the defined medium demand is
higher than the defined low demand.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the multi-interval sched-
uling solution represents responses by the at least one sched-
uler engine that are determined to address future trajectory
events.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein the future trajectory
events are at least one of a dispatch trajectory of grid
resources based on future operation events, a topology
change of the framework of the power grid, or a constraint
violation of grid operational rules.

6. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

providing, by the power grid device, dispatchers with a

capability to manage decision making processes related
to changes in at least one intra-day operational condi-
tion, comprising: load of operational resources
demanded by the power grid, generation of power
related to a demand condition, dispatch of operational
resources, interchange of energy commitment and
energy demand or transmission constraints on opera-
tional resources of the power grid related to dispatch of
the supply of energy.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein the at least one intra-day
operational condition is a condition determined to occur
within two hours.

8. The method of claim 6, further comprising:

implementing, by the power grid device, a security-con-

strained economic scheduling and dispatch algorithm
that reduces costs of generating power and that analyzes
a specified intra-day operational condition of the power
grid.

9. The method of claim 8, wherein the at least one sched-
uler engine receives first data associated with a state estimator
solution or second data associated with the transmission con-
straint from an energy management system that manages
energy usage of the power grid.

10. The method of claim 9, wherein the at least one sched-
uler engine is an optimization engine that predicts at least one
time frame to forecast operational conditions of the energy
management system and alter at least one energy generation
pattern within the at least one time frame based at least on the
forecast of the operational conditions.

11. The method of claim 8, further comprising:

using, by the power grid device, the at least one scheduler

engine corresponding to a respective look-ahead period
to smooth a transition between day-ahead scheduling
and scheduling that is implemented without delay.



US 9,251,479 B2

37

12. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

using, by the power grid device, a resource profile that
comprises at least one parameter selected from at least
one of a ramp rate, an operating band, a predicted
response per megawatt of requested change, a maximum
limit of a system parameter, or a minimum limit of the
system parameter.

13. The method of claim 8, further comprising:

removing, by the power grid device, an operational condi-

tion that is determined to represent an uneconomical
dispatch action or that is determined not to provide
insight into a future operational trend.

14. The method of claim 8, further comprising:

storing, by the power grid device to the data store, real-time

data files and near-real time data files associated with a
unit commitment status in connection with the security-
constrained economic scheduling and dispatch algo-
rithm.

15. The method of claim 8, further comprising:

accommodating, by the power grid device, fast load pick-

up by pre-ramping units in connection with the security-
constrained economic scheduling and dispatch algo-
rithm to improve user compliance to dispatch
instructions.

16. A system comprising:

apower grid device of a power grid that generates a supply

of'energy and deploys the supply of energy, wherein the

power grid device comprises a processor, that employs a

management tool that facilitates at least one multi-level

dispatch operation of the power grid, wherein the power

grid device responds to a demand for renewable

resources including energy, and wherein the power grid

device is configured to perform operations, comprising:

applying a multi-interval scheduling solution that allo-
cates operational resources of the power grid accord-
ing to a schedule to generate the supply of energy and
dispatch the supply of energy;

providing a comprehensive operating plan in connection
with the multi-interval scheduling solution, wherein
the comprehensive operating plan comprises a multi-
stage resource scheduling engine that includes at least
a first resource scheduling, a second resource sched-
uling, and a third resource scheduling;

integrating the first resource scheduling, the second
resource scheduling, and the third resource schedul-
ing engine into a unified scheduling system; and

capturing scheduling data associated with the unified
scheduling system from the comprehensive operating
plan; and

closing a gap between day ahead scheduling that sched-
ules a commitment of power grid resources for a day
ahead of an identified day, a unit commitment deci-
sion that manages peak and valley demands of the
power grid, and real time economic dispatch
sequences that deploy power grid resources at differ-
ent time periods.

17. The system of claim 16, wherein the first resource
scheduling engine, the second resource scheduling engine,
and the third resource scheduling engine provide scheduling
updates to the comprehensive operating plan.

18. The system of claim 17, wherein the third resource
scheduling engine provides an indication of current and
future dispatch trajectories that allocate operational resources
of the power grid at present and future time periods respec-
tively.
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19. A device, comprising:

apower grid device of a power grid that generates a supply
of energy and deploys the supply of energy, wherein the
power grid device comprises:

a memory storing computer-executable components; and

a processor, communicatively coupled to the memory, that
executes or facilitates execution of the computer-execut-
able components, the computer-executable components,
comprising: a dispatch component configured to match a
supply flow of first energy from a renewable energy
source to an energy demand of the power grid in accor-
dance with an energy demand prediction model that
forecasts the energy demand of the power grid during
one or more scheduled time intervals;

a generation component configured to generate second
energy at the one or more scheduled time intervals from
the renewable energy source in accordance with the
energy demand forecasted based on the energy demand
prediction model of the power grid;

a transmission component configured to transmit third
energy of the power grid to at least one regional location
by a scheduling engine that transmits energy of the
power grid in association with the one or more scheduled
time intervals;

an integration component that integrates a set of power grid
data associated with the first energy, second energy, and
third energy at a comprehensive operating plan data
store that stores the set of power grid data; a building
component that generates unified scheduling data rep-
resenting a unified scheduling framework, for storage at
the comprehensive operating plan data store, that coor-
dinates power grid resource allocation to one or more
scheduling processes; and

a closing component, that closes, by a processor, a gap
between day ahead scheduling that schedules a commit-
ment of power grid resources for a day ahead of an
identified day, a unit commitment decision that manages
peak and valley demands of the power grid, and real time
economic dispatch sequences that deploy power grid
resources at different time periods.

20. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

integrating, by the power grid device, the at least one
scheduler engine with the unified scheduling system in
accordance with the comprehensive operating plan.

21. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

coordinating, by the power grid device, interactions
between the unified scheduling system and at least one
application of the power grid using the scheduling data.

22. The method of claim 21, further comprising:

initiating, by the power grid device via a user interface, a
presentation of a synchronized view of the at least one
application based on the comprehensive operating plan
for control of operations of the power grid.

23. The system of claim 16, wherein the operations further

comprise:

presenting, by the power grid device, a synchronized view
of scheduling data corresponding to the unified sched-
uling system via a user interface of the power grid.

24. The system of claim 16, wherein the operations further

comprise:

coordinating, by the device, the scheduling data to and
from at least one application of the power grid device in
accordance with multiple system parameter scenarios.

#* #* #* #* #*
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